1936

Mr. McCKELLAR. Mr. President, I ask that the nomina-
tions of postmasters be confirmed en bloc.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, before that request is
granted, I should like to see a list of the nominees.

Mr. MCKELLAR. There are three from Nebraska.

Mr. NORRIS. I ask that the nomination of the postmaster
at Cody, Nebr., be not included in the request for unanimous
consent.

Mr. McKELLAR. T omit that nomination and ask that
the others be confirmed en bloc.

Mr. NORRIS. I ask that the appointment of the post-
master at Cody, Nebr., go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the
nomination for postmaster at Cody, Nebr., will be passed
over, and, without objection, all the other nominations of
postmasters are confirmed en bloc.

RECESS

The Senate resumed legislative session.

Mr. ROBINSON. I move that the Senate take a recess
until 12 o’clock noon tomorrow.

The motion was agreed to; and (at 1 o’clock and 40
minutes p. m.) the Senate took a recess until tomorrow,
Tuesday, February 4, 1936, at 12 o’clock meridian.

NOMINATIONS

Ezxecutive nominations received by the Senate February 3
(legislative day of Jan. 16), 1936
RESETTLEMENT ADMINISTRATION

The following-named persons to be regional directors of
the Resettlement Administration:
Robert W. Hudgens, of South Carolina, vice Philip
Weltner.
Lillo H. Hauter, of New Mexico.
Jonathan Garst, of California.
CENTRAL STATISTICAL BOARD
Stuart A. Rice, of Pennsylvania, to be Chairman of the
Central Statistical Board.
Unrrep STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
Matthew T. Abruzzo, of New York, to be United States
district judge for the eastern district of New York, under
authority granted by Public, No. 385, an act to provide for
the appointment of an additional district judge in the
United States District Court for the Eastern District of New
York, approved August 28, 1935.
ATTORNEY GENERAL OF PUERTO Rico
Benigno Fernandez Garcia, of Puerto Rico, to be attorney
general of Puerto Rico. (Mr. Garcia is now serving under a
recess appointment.)
APPOINTMENT IN THE REGULAR ARMY
MEDICAL CORPS
To be first lieutenant with rank from date of appointment
First Lt. Oscar Samuel Reeder, Medical Corps Reserve.
APPOINTMENTS, BY TRANSFER, IN THE REGULAR ARMY
TO QUARTERMASTER CORPS
Maj. Joseph William George Stephens, Infantry, with
rank from March 22, 1928. !
: Capt. John Orn Roady, Infantry, with rank from January
2, 1929,
Capt. William Edward Smith, Infantry, with rank from
January 11, 1933.
TO CORPS OF ENGINEERS
First Lt. Cyrus Lawrence Peterson, Coast Artillery Corps,
with rank from August 1, 1935.
Second Lt. Charles Warren Schnabel, Cavalry, with rank
from June 12, 1934,
TO CAVALRY
Maj. Edwin Eugene Schwien, Infantry, with rank from
March 9, 1929.
TO COAST ARTILLERY CORPS
Second Lt. Charles John Bondley, Jr., Infantry, with rank
from June 12, 1934, effective June 12, 1936.
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TO INFANTRY

PFirst Lt. Andrew Mark Wright, Jr., Signal Corps, with rank
from August 1, 1935.

CONFIRMATIONS
Ezecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 3
(legislative day of Jan. 16), 1936
PrISONS INDUSTRIES REORGANIZATION BOARD
Gustav Peck to be a member of the Prisons Industries
Reorganization Board.
James P. Davis to be a member of the Prisons Industries
Reorganization Board.
DIPLOMATIC AND FOREIGN SERVICE
Cornelius Van H. Engert to act as minister resident and
consul general of the United States of America to Ethiopia.
E. Earle Russell to be a secretary in the Diplomatic
Service of the United States of America,
Henry S. Villard to be a secretary in the Diplomatic
Service of the United States of America.
POSTMASTERS
COLORADO
Lloyd W. Failing, Craig.
Mae L. Sharpe, Gilman.
Ira O. Martin, Keenesburg.
MISSOURI
William H. Kendrick, La Belle.
MONTANA
Stephen Nuerenberg, Missoula.
NEBRASEA
Henry C. Paquin, Dakota City.
Edna M. Miner, Ericson.
NEW YORK
Francis D. Lynch, Stony Point.
NORTH DAEOTA
Mary M. Held, Beulah.
Janette O. Gray, Wilton.
RHODE ISLAND
Edgar J. Peloquin, Manville,
UTAH
William L. Sargent, Coalville.
VERMONT
James J. Ransehousen, Bridgewater.

WITHDRAWAL

Ezecutive nomination withdrawn from the Senale February
3 (legislative day of Jan. 16), 1936

POSTMASTER
NORTH DAKOTA

Florence M. Law to be postmaster at Halliday, in the State
of North Dakota.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

MoNDAY, FEBRUARY 3, 1936

The House met at 12 o’clock noon.
Rabbi Edward Sandrow, of the Ahavai Sholom Congrega-
tion, Portland, Oreg., offered the following prayer:

Almighty God, Father of all men regardless of race, color,
or creed, we invoke Thy blessing upon this assemblage of
American leaders, the Representatives of the masses of peo-
ple of our beloved country. Inspire, we pray Thee, these
men and women to the realization that in spite of economic
turbulence, in spite of national and international uncer-
tainty, America, if it has faith in its past, if it clings to
those lofty principles of liberty, tolerance, and democracy
upon which this Nation was founded; if it stands united,
wholeheartedly firm and cooperative, as did the fathers of
this Nation when they laid down their lives for political
liberty and freedom of conscience; if it has hope, if it has
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an unflinching divine hope in its future, then all the diffi-
culties, all those depressing moments through- which our
country has gone in the last few years will vanish. from
the heart and from the soul of the American people. Give
these men and women of the Congress, O Eternal, the
strength of character and the sturdiness of will to keep from
our free shores the spirit of religious prejudice, of racial
animosity, of ill-will and misunderstanding so common in
other parts of the world but so alien to America. Make
them continue to appreciate America, to admire its-hills
and its valleys, to love its songs and the beauty of its spirit—
not with arrogant chauvinism but with humility and re-
spect—so that all people of this Nation may climb from
this time and forever to greater spiritual heights and phys-
ical achievement, so that these United States may always be
the home of the free, the towering edifice of all that is noble
in life, and the people of this country may achieve the hap-
piness' and the security which so concerns this Congress.
May this be Thy will, O God, and let us say, Amen.-

The Journal of the proceedings of Friday, January 31,
1936, was read and approved. j '
MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT

Sundry messages in writing from the President of the
United States were communicated to the House by Mr.
Latta, one of his secretaries.

THE MARINE BAND

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, at the direction of
the Committee on Naval Affairs I present a privileged report
on House Resolution 407, which I send to the desk and ask
to have read. I ask unanimous consent thaf the resolution,
the report, and the letter of The Assistant Secretary of the
Navy be read. L :

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read as follows:

House Resolution 407

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby,
directed to inform the House of Representatives forthwith by
whose direction, order, or command, and upon what or whose
authority the United States Marine Band canceled its engagement
to render a musical program ‘at the meeting of the Women's
Patriotic Conference on National Defense held at the Mayflower
Hotel in the city of Washington, January 28, 1936, and to furnish

the House of Representatives with a copy of such direction, order,
or command. ;

ADVERSE REPORT (TO ACCOMPANY H. RES. 407)

The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the
resolution (H. Res. 407) that the Secretary of the Navy be, and
he is hereby, directed to inform the House of Representatives by
whose direction, order, or command the United States Marine
Band canceled its engagement to render a musical program at
the Women's Patriotic Conference on National Defense held at
the Mayflower Hotel in the city of Washington, January 28, 1938,
and to furnish the House of Representatives with a copy of such
direction, order, or command, having had the same under consid-
eration, report it back to the House and recommend that the
resolution do not pass. .

The action of the committee is based upon the following letter
to the chairman of the committee from the Secretary of the Navy:

DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY,
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY,
Washington, February 1, 1936.
Hon. Carr VINSON,
Chairman, Committiee on Naval Affairs,
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.:

My DEAR Mgr. CHAIRMAN: I have your letter of January 30, 1936,

with which you transmit House Resolution 407, and request the
* views and recommendations of the Navy Department.

The subject resolution directs the Secretary of the Navy to
inform the House of Representatives by whose direction, order, or
command the United States Marine Band canceled its engagement
to render a musical program at the meeting of the Women's
Patriotic Conference on National Defense, held at the Mayflower
Hotel in Washington on January 28, 1936, and to furnish a copy
of such direction, order, or command.

A section of the United States Marine Band canceled its en-
gagement to play at a banquet given by the Women's Patriotic
Conference on National Defense on Tuesday evening January 28,
1936, by direction of The Assistant Secretary of the Navy, who
transmitted his directive to the Assistant Commandant of the
Marine Corps, General Little, who further transmitted this order
to the leader of the Maring Band, Capt. Taylor Branson, through
the commanding officer of the Marine Barracks, Washington, D. C.

All orders were transmitted verbally, and there is no receed of
any written direction, order, or command.
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- “The above is the full information desired by the resolution, and
in order.that it may be fully understood the following is sub-
mitted: On December 10, 1935, the Navy t granted the
request of Mrs. Mary Logan Tucker for a section of the Marine
Band to furnish music at the banquet of the Women's Patriotic
Conference on National Defense to be given on January 28, 1938.

This was done in accordance with the established policy of long
standing, by which the band is permitted to play to patriotic
gatherings of national import:

On- the -opening day of the conference, Monday, January 27,
1936, the.leading address was made, which was. political in char-
acter, and on account of the political color given to the conference
by this speech it appeared improper that the personnel of the
Navy and Marine Corps should participate under orders or official
sanction. Accordingly the above directive was issued. -
. ‘There is no objection on the part of the Navy Department to
the enactment of the subject resolution.

i Sincerely yours,

H. L. ROOSEVELT,
Acting Secretary of the Navy.

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, in view of the
fact that the information has been furnished to the House,
I move that the resolution be laid on the table.

The motion was agreed to.
SOCIALISM, COMMUNISM, AND DEMOCRACY

. Mr. ZIONCHECK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
to address the House. : i

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. ZIONCHECK. 'Mr. Speaker, we have been hearing a
great deal about socialism, communism, and democracy.
William Randolph Hearst has found that America has gone
communistic and Al Smith thinks that we are nearly there.
In the speeches and writings, most of the charges made
relative to socialism and communism in the United States
have been coupled up with charges against the President of
the United States and the New Deal as being an instrument
of socialism and communism. In view of these charges, it
seems about time we should take a look at the record.

In 1933, on March 4, when President Roosevelt took office,
the banks of the United States were bankrupt. Seven thou-
sand banks had closed their doors within a period of 2 years.
The President found himself in a position of allowing the
banks to continue closing their doors and allowing the de-
positors to lose their money by the closing, or by closing
down the entire banking structure and, with Government
assistance, put them in order. This latter action he took.
After the Government had investigated the banks, taken
their collateral and put them on their feet, he returned
them to the private owners. Is this socialism?

The railroads were unable to meet payments of interest
on bonds and other indebtedness. Through the Reconstruc-
tion Finance Corporation hundreds of millions were loaned
to the railroads that they might continue their operations
under private ownership. Is this socialism? The insur-
ance companies and savings and loan associations through-
out the United States were in a position where under no
circumstance could they be liquid. The President of the
United States organized the Home Owners’ Loan Corpora-
tion and the farm-loan banks, took up their collateral and
mortgages that they held upon homes and farms, many of
which were far greater than the value of the properties on
which the Government took mortgages. In this manner the
insurance companies and savings and loan associations be-
came liquid institutions and were retained not by the Goy-
ernment but by the private ownership that existed prior to
the enactment of these laws. Is this socialism?

The heavy industries of the Nation were unable to pay
dividends upon their stocks or bonds and were unable to
maintain employment or keep the industries operating for
the lack of business. The building industry had dropped
to approximately 16 percent of the 1926 level. All of these
industries were strictly up against it and crying for Gov-
ernment interference. Our President and Congress, at the
urgent request of the National Chamber of Commerce, cre-
ated the N. R. A. and the A. A. A. The N. R. A, allowed
them to set their prices and practically nullify the antitrust
laws, so that they might receive greater profits. He added to
this the Public Works Administration and the spending of bil-
| lions of dollars, most of which went into the purchase of the
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goods produced by the heavy industries. These industries
are still in the hands of private owners and not bankrupt
only because of this help of our President and the Congress,
Is this socialism? _ s o5

Seven million farmers of the United States; the producers
of the most valuable commodities for the good of mankind,
were in poverty and despair. Millions of acres of land had
been foreclosed upon by the insurance companies. Many
more were on the verge of bankruptcy, Our President and
Congress instituted the A. A. A, an act subsidizing the farm-
ers and raising the price levels of the farmers' goods by
bringing about a restricted crop production program, this to
insure profits to the farmers and to maintain the private
ownership of farms and farm goods, even though 20,000,000
people were on relief and in need of the things which were
destroyed—or, rather, not produced—under this program.
Is this socialism? -

The public power program of the President has been of
referred to as one of his most socialistic attempts. Hun-
dreds of cities and towns in the United States today own
and operate power and light systems. More and more of
them are going into the business of public ownership and
operation of power and light each year. This program has
been instituted by officials of cities and towns throughout
the United States over a period of years, and the President
is only following the lead of other officials in recognizing the
right of the public ownership of power, light, and water.

The charges made by Al Smith in his speech in Washing-
ton a few days ago-that the Democratic Party and the New
Deal had taken over the Socialist Party platform substan-
tiate the statement of Al Smith that he never reads any-
thing. Somebody must have told him that the New Deal
had accepted the Socialist Party platform. Had he read it,
he would have found that there was no comparison what-
ever between the New Deal and Socialist platform.

Now, let us compare the Socialist platform of 1932 with
the Democratic platform of 1932, then with the enactments
since March 4, 1933. What-do we find. The Socialist plat-
form of 1932 advocated the socialization of mines, forests,
oil, power, transportation, and all basic industries. These
resources and industries are still in the hands of private
owWners.

The Socialist platform demanded Government ownership
and operation of the credit currency system. The banks are
still in private hands.

The Socialist platform demanded the immediate expendi-
ture of $5,000,000,000 for public works, especially for re-
housing. This administration has done very little in the
rehousing program.

The Socialist platform demanded the 6-hour day and the
5-day week, without wage reductions. The Black bill is still
in the hands of a committee of the House.

The Socialist platform demanded drastic reduction of

armaments. This administration is spending a billion dol-
lars or more a year on armaments.
" The Socialist platform demanded that the Government put
the unemployed to work producing their own homes, fuel,
food, and clothing on a basis of production for use. The
F. E. R. A. timidly started such a program and stopped it
shortly thereafter.

There are several other planks of the Socialist Party in
which the New Deal has in no way taken any part. This is
definite proof that these reactionary hirelings of the Liberty
League not only are telling nontruths, but have no under-
standing of the things about which they talk.

Going through Al Smith’s speech and reading Mr. William
Randolph Hearst’s newspapers, we find only two things that
either one has ever suggested to bring about a decent eco-
nomic and social order from the position of chaos in which
we find ourselves. Communism in this country amounts to
‘simply nothing. The Communist Party itself admits a mem-
bership of less than 30,000. So, the only thing in their
opinion then to bring about the necessary recovery to the
American people must be the balancing of the Budget.

I don’t know but what it might be a very good idea if we
did attempt to balance the Budget for these gentlemen.

LXXX—28T7
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Perhaps they would want to do it in a different manner
from what we might suggest. First of all, in balancing the
Budget we should call in all Government bonds, issue cur-
rency against them, and stop the interest of approximately
one billion .dollars a year. This would be a step toward the
balancing of the Budget. .

‘The best step would be to call in all the loans due the
Government by 6,000 banks, sell back to the banks $1,000,-
000,000 in preferred stock, which the Government now
holds; demand immediate payment in full of the debt of
over four hundred million owing the United States Gov-
ernment by the railroads of this Nation; demand that the
mortgage companies repay the $131,000,000 they owe the
Government; $8,000,000 to be repaid immediately by the
building-and-loan associations; $11,000,000 owing this Gov-
ernment by insurance companies; sell back to the insurance
companies their $31,000,000 worth of preferred stock which
the Government now holds. By recalling these loans the
Government would ~realize over $2,000,000,000. Stop the
C. C. C’s and return to the streets of America 550,000
youths; stop the public-works projects, especially those
in which 60 percent of the funds expended are ex-
pended in the purchase of materials from the heavy
industries; stop the Federal Government emergency relief
program and throw 22,000,000 American people onto the
streets without homes, food, or clothing. Reduce the ex-
penditure of the armed forces of the United States to $25,-
000,000 a year, saving the Government of the United States
approximately $975,000,000 each year.

If this were done tomorrow these gentlemen who are now
formed into the united front of reaction, opposing the Pres-
ident of the United States would within 30 days again be
on their knees before the Treasury of the United States beg-
ging for assistance, providing the pauperized and destitute
people would allow themselves to be starved for 30 days.

Those people, whom President Roosevelt has tried fo
3ave—this system which President Roosevelt has and is try-
ing to patch up and save—has in it, in my opinion, the
greatest number of backbiters ever known in political his-
tory. They should be reminded of a song popular during
the World War known as “Don’t Bite the Hand That’s Feed-
ing You.”

The American Liberty League, the Manufacturers’ Asso-
ciation, the American Bankers’ Association, the Economy
League, and those reactionary Democratic puppets of the
wealthy, with William Randolph Hearst as their newspaper
spokesman, will find that every attack made upon the
President of the United States in charging him with com-
munism and socialism will only strengthen him and weaken
them. In my State the people have felt that the President
has not gone far enough to the left; that he had lost some
ground in that State, I believe to be true, but at the present
time with the present line-up, with these forces of reaction
opposed to the President, I am absolutely positive that he
will carry the State of Washington in 1936.

For myself, I hope these attacks will continue, for if they
do, in 1936 the line of demarcation between the candidates
sponsored by these “gentlemen” and “gentlemen’s” organi-
zations and the candidacy of President Roosevelt, be so
definite that on the side of this group we will have a pro-
nounced program of reaction. Our President will then have
a platform drawn by the Democratic Party, a platform of
liberalization that we may fight the battle out on that
ground.

They will be doing a favor to the Democratic Party by
compelling the reactionary Democrats to take a “walk”
right into the party of special interests and privileges, the
Republican Party, and at the same time give a real induce-
ment to the progressive and forward-looking of the Repub-
lican Party to “walk” out and join the revised party of the
people, the Democratic Party of 1936. Incidentally, they
are rendering a real service to our President, who asked
the reactionary Democrats to leave the Democratic Party
and join the Republican Party and for all the progressives
of the Republican Party and other parties to join the
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Democratic Party. This was in his speech accepting his
nomination in 1932.

Of all the newspapers in the United States that should
be chosen to represent the policies of this reactionary
group—the united front of reaction—William Randolph
Hearst certainly should have been their choice, because of
the fact that this gentleman, through his newpapers, will
print anything, regardless of the truth.

As an example of this, in a recent article printed in the
Washington Herald (Thursday, Jan. 30, 1936) I was quoted
as having said:

ZIONCHECK “DISGUSTED”
Democratic Senators, of course, praised it. Republican Mem-

bers remained silent, watching the widening rift between New
Deal and Constitutional Democrats. Some of the comment:

Representative ZroncHECK (D.), of Washington:

“] was disgusted with his apologies about the Roosevelt admin-
We who believe in true socialism don't want Roosevelt
ranked with us.”

This statement I did not make and would not make.

In the Seattle Post-Intelligencer, a Hearst newspaper,
an article was published on the vote of overriding the
President’s veto on the bonus. The article was headlined
“All Washington Senators and Congressmen Voted for the
Bonus, Except Zioncreck.” This is a distortion of the facts,
because I did vote for the bonus every time it has come
before the Congress of the United States. I have twice
signed a petition to take it away from the committees. I
only state this to show how Mr. Hearst and his newspapers
will put into print those things so that they may cause
prejudice against the people to whom he is opposed.

Before closing, I may say that I believe in the last few
weeks these attacks by these reactionary groups upon the
President of the United States and Congress with the as-
sistance of William Randolph Hearst, have assured the
reelection of Franklin D. Roosevelt in 1936.

SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE COMMITTEE ON LABOR—LEAVE TO SIT
DURING SESSIONS OF THE HOUSE

Mr. CONNERY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that a subcommittee of the Committee on Labor considering
the Ellenbogen bill, the textile bill, be permitted to sit dur-
ing the sessions of the House during this week.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

DISNEY OIL IMPORT BILL—H. R. 10483—DIRECTLY AFFECTS KANSAS
AS WELL AS THE INDUSTRIAL STATES

Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
to extend my remarks in the Recorp.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. Speaker, Kansas will profit by mil-
lions of dollars if Congress passes the bill proposed by Con-
gressman Disxey, of Oklahoma, whose intent is to open to
the domestic petroleum industry some of the most valuable
markets in this country which are now held by the foreign
branch of that industry.

Kansas last year received over $50,000,000 for the crude oil
produced in the State. In addition to this is the amount
paid to farmers for leases and royalties, making petroleum
one of the most important crops on Kansas farms. These
receipts by Kansans will be greatly increased if the importers
of cheap foreign oil are compelled to pay a proper excise
tax, and if the amount of this oil which enters into such
direct competition with the domestic product were limited to
some definite proportion of the national consumptive de-
mand as is done in the new Disney oil import bill. .

The oil industry is the second largest in Kansas, accord-
ing to data compiled by Charles W. Steiger, attorney for
the State corporation commission. Agriculture alone sur-
passes the oil industry in its annual contribution to the
wealth of the State. There are over 100 recognized pools
in 35 counties in Kansas. Nearly 20 new pools were dis-
covered last year in areas which had not previously been
productive. Old wells which were yielding small quantities
of petroleum have recently been deepened to a new and
lower sand and suggests the possibility of discovery of large
production beneath the present depths of other old fields.
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So many important oil discoveries were made during the
past year in Kansas that newspapers have commented upon
these as ceasing to be sensational news. The increase in
wildeatting and field development suggests that this State
may expect to see its petroleum industry make enormous
contributions to the future prosperity of the State.

If foreign oil is permitted to control our domestic markets,
the development of the petroleum industry in this State
cannot advance. There would be no point in drilling deeper
wells or opening new fields and pools unless there is a mar-
ket for the petroleum and the petroleum products produced.

The biggest single crop, with the possible exception of
wheat, that Kansas farms can produce is oil. The only
steady and reliable source of income which many Kansas
farmers possess has been the money for oil leases and for
oil royalties. These have paid the taxes and furnished ready
cash on countless numbers of Kansas farms. Many of these
leases have not been developed. The untapped oil resources
of the State will become reservoirs of wealth when the pe-
troleum industry in Kansas can have what it has never
possessed in the past, assurance that the market for its oil
products will not be ruined by imported oil and that the
Kansas oil industry will not be forced to sell this valuable
product at less than its value because of the competition
offered by the cheap imported product.

Kansas relies, to a large degree, upon the public revenue
received from the various State taxes levied upon the petro-
leum industry. None of these taxes apply to the products
of the foreign oil with the single exception of the sales tax
paid by the consumer at the filling stations. Even more than
the State, however, the business interests of Kansas are de-
pendent upon the millions of dollars received from the pro=
duction of crude oil and from the sale of the refined products
of that oil.

As the millions of barrels of Kansas oil are shipped from
this State into another State, millions of dollars worth of
products are brought back into Kansas from the industrial
States of the Union. Our purchasing power is derived from
the oil industry more than from any other source with the
sole exception of agriculture.

We can increase our purchasing power only as our mar=-
kets are increased. If foreign petroleum is permitted to take
the markets which might otherwise be supplied by domestic
oil, including that from Kansas, then our industry and our
employment are decreased by just that amount. On the
other hand, if we place upon the importation of foreign oil
the same character of restrictions which we in Kansas are
placing upon the production of our own petroleum, and thus
stabilize the markets and balance supply with demand, then
the oil industry in Kansas will have a larger opportunity,
the people of Kansas will have a greater consuming power,
and a strong stimulus will be given to the general recovery
program throughout the Nation. Kansas, therefore, consid-
ers this Disney bill as one of the most important measures
pending before Congress which so directly affects the well-
being of the entire State.

As the domestic market for Kansas oil is enlarged, the
market in Kansas for the goods of the industrial States is
also enlarged, and the prosperity of Kansas increases the
prosperity of the whole Nation.

HEALTH OF QUEENS COUNTY, NEW YORK STATE

Mr. MERRITT of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani«
mous consent to proceed for 1 minute.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. MERRITT of New York. Mr. Speaker, I think it is
about time that we cast aside partisanship and proceed to
think about our health. In that respect I call the attention
of the House to the fact that the county in which I reside,
Queens County, in the State of New York, was again ad-
judged the healthiest county in the United States, the sec-
ond year in succession.

The United States Public Health Service has announced
that New York’s Queens County, the borough of homes and
apartment houses, had the lowest death rate in the Nation,
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In 1935 the death rate was 6.4 per 1,000 estimated popula-
tion; the rate is even better than in 1934, when Queens
County had the same distinction of being the healthiest
place in the United States, when it was 6.5 per 1,000 esti-
mated population.

Doctors pointed out that my county had all the require-
ments for good health, such as sanitation, garbage dis-
posal, milk inspection, numerous hospitals, and a great
many eminent physicians.

I recommend to those seeking a long healthful life a
residence within the confines of this great and fastest
growing county, the garden spot of the Nation, Queens
County, N. Y.

WORK ON WORK-RELIEF PROJECTS

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
to proceed for 2 minutes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr, Speaker, just how much longer is
the Congress of the United States going to stand for an un-
American, inexcusable, intolerable situation? I refer fo the
ruling of Harry Hopkins, Works Progress Administrator,
that no man may be given work by the Government who was
not on relief November 1, 1935. That ruling is ridiculous.
That ruling is inexcusable. That ruling is un-American. It
is intolerable. And this Congress should change it.

Many Americans, Mr. Speaker, through no fault of their
own, were compelled to accept relief from the Government.
For them every American had deep sympathy and under-
standing.

But at the same time there were thousands of splendid
Americans everywhere in dire distress, who in order to keep
off of relief, sacrificed and stinted and denied themselves and
even starved. They and their wives and children wore
shabby clothes. They denied themselves the ordinary pleas-
ures of life. They ate cheap food and not enough of that.
They even went hungry. They kept off of relief, but now
they have their backs to the wall, and must have work.
And when they ask for work, they are denied it because
Harry Hopkins says their Government cannot give them
work unless they were on relief November 1, 1935. Is Harry
Hopkins running this Government? Is he bigger than this
Congress? Is he supreme?

When this Congress appropriated $4,800,000,000 and gave
it to the President to provide work for the unemployed, not
one of the 435 Members of this House ever dreamed that a
cruel, unjust, inexcusable discrimination would be made
against worthy, deserving Americans. Every Member here
thought that all needy Americans would be treated alike.
We never dreamed of injustice. We never dreamed that
proud, worthy Americans would be penalized because they
had sacrificed everything to avoid accepting support from
their Government. If Congress had known that Harry Hop-
kins would make unjust discriminations, it would never have
furnished this stupendous sum of money.

Our worthy needy constituents not on relief are just as
important to us, and are just as much entitled to be em-
ployed on this Government work, as are those who have been
on relief. There should be no distinction. This Congress
should direct Harry Hopkins to stop penalizing them un-
justly.

I realize full well that after Congress appropriates the
money the President then administers it through Harry Hop-
kins and his other agents, whom the President himself se-
lects, and to keep the matter out of politics the President
handles the matters of relief and public works through
county officials, and that Congressmen have nothing what-
ever to do with such administration. But when Harry Hop-
kins and the county officials are showing unfair discrimina-
tion, and our worthy constituents are not all treated justly
and alike, this Congress should stop if, and force fair and
just treatment to all alike. I insist that this Congress should
order Harry Hopkins to immediately rescind this intolerable
ruling. It is outrageous. [Applause.]

I have protested and protested. Now, we are providing
for a manufacturers’ census. Thousands of employees are
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to be given jobs all over the United States. I have numer-
ous requests from good men and women who are deserving,
who are honest, who are worthy, who need them and want
these jobs. Yet Mr. Hopkins sits down here in his office in
Washington and says that no person shall be employed to
take that census unless he has been on the dole.

- [Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
also to incorporate a statement made by my colleague, Mr.
MarTIN DI1ES, appearing in yesterday’s press.

The SPEARER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Texas?

There was no objection.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, much of the distress now
suffered by our unemployed American citizens is due to the
fact that there are millions of aliens from foreign countries
within our borders holding American jobs that only Amer-
ican citizens should hold. For years I have been fighting for
proper restriction laws to have them registered, to keep them
out, and to deport all aliens. The United States is the only
country in the world that will allow aliens to be employed
when its own citizens are without jobs and cannot get work.

The article I referred fo, so ably written by my distin-
guished colleague from Texas [Mr. Dizs], expresses the senti-
ments I have many times expressed from this floor, and I am
glad to have consent to now quote it, to wit:

[From the Washington Herald of Feb. 2, 1936]

S1x MrrioN ALIENS THRIVE IN NATION AT EXPENSE OF UNTITED STATES
JoBLEsS, SAys Dmes—Nowcrrrzens Senp 100 MmrroN DOLLARS
YEARLY TO HOMELANDS, CONGRESSMAN CHARGES, URGING DEPORTA~

TION
By MartN DiEs, Congressman from Texas

. Eight million employable Americans now are out of work. Mean-
while there are 8,000,000 aliens in the United States. As a people
we are supporting—Iin jobs or on the dole—8,000,000 foreign citi-
zens, while furnishing relief to a like number of our own citizens
and their dependents,

- Of this gigantic alien population—meaning foreigners resident
here, who are not citizens—it is estimated that approximately
three and one-half million are in this country illegally.

Of our 8,000,000 alien residents, it is estimated further, one and
& half million are on relief,

We pay out $50,000,000 a year to provide medical attention alone
for these allens on relief. We pay $25,000,000 annually to educat-e
their children.

As a whole, thml.soo.wosnensactlmllyonrelletmcostmg
our Government about half & billion dollars a year. This sum is
equivalent to a weekly contribution of 25 cents by every wage-
earner in the United States.

They have not given up their native citizenship. They recog-
nize no alleglance to this Nation and when they have enriched
themselves sufficlently in jobs which should be reserved for our
own citizens, they plan to live a life of comfort—on our dollars—
in their native lands.

SENDING MILLIONS TO HOMELANDS

While millions of Americans have been forced to accept the
dole and other millions have been taxed to pay it, aliens holding
jobs here have been sending $100,000,000 annually in savings fo
various homelands.

There you have epitomized briefly some main essentials of a

grave problem which confronts us all. And it is a problem which
is little understood.

Indeed, it is seldom discussed; primarily because the basic facts
of this situation are not generally recognized or even known.

For 6 years I have been studying the effect of this group of
8,000,000 aliens America. I have read everything available,
searched out facts in all competent sources, and I have traveled
thousands of miles, studying the effect of these aliens upon our
economiec, social, and political life.

My files on the subject are the most complete in the country. I

am opening them for the first time in the preparation of this
series of articles in order that Americans may understand a
condition which no other nation would countenance for a moment.

As a prelude it should be made clear that “allien” does not mean
foreign born. In this country there are 16,000,000 persons who
were born abroad. Alien means those of that number who were
born abroad of foreign parents and who reside in this country
but have not been naturalized.

If we thought that an invading army of 8,000,000 alien persons
was about to invade our shores we would resist to the last gasp.

But such an invasion has occurred in the last quarter cen-
tury. And we did nothing about it. We knew relatively nothing
about it. Even now we do not take the trouble to find out just
how big this army is. Research in many places was necessary
before it was possible to arrive at the figures given, and which I
believe to be absolute minimum figures.

One section of this study shows that some 6,000,000 citizens
of other countries today are holding American jobs.




unemployment troubles,

Some other phases of this alien problem which stand out stark
and clear from my studies are:

1. The crime rate among aliens is double that of the rest of the

population. x
And yet our laws are so lax and their administration so liberal

2. To say that 6,000,000 aliens have taken Americans’ jobs tells
butapaxtott.hem-y pomblythemalla:pan 'meyhave“im-

Y pmmgmmmummmmmmm-
mxmwummmn&:ﬂamm,m

and principle have been “im-
ported” also, along with the hordes we admit through our open
door,

. WOULD DEPORT ALIEN DESTITUTE
’Iheunderlyinxpdlticalprincipleo(authﬁu“lms regardless
of their viewpoint regarding private proputymupresaedby
Mussolini when he said:

“Everything for the state, nothing outside the state, nothing

against the state.”

This political philosophy is diametrically opposed to the prin-
system of government, and the two cannot

Nemthem"m”mbﬁngramdnponusbythm
same alien groups which are so largely ble for our unems-
ployment problem. For proof you have but to look at the persons

Communist parades and meetings, or consider those ad-
vocating radicalism and in our schools. Wherever these
foreign concepts are found there you find aliens.

4. These allen-minded groups want to bring Europe to Amer-
ica—in alien standards and alien ideas. They also want to send
America to Europe.

It is from such as these that there arises a considerable propor-
tion of the propaganda and pressure for our entrance into en-
tangling alliances which would involve us in European affairs, at
a time when Europe is gathering itself for another suicidal war.
Each group wants us to champion the cause of its particular na-
tionality, in Europe’s age-old quarrels, It means nothing to them
that the founding fathers came to these shores to escape that
very thing.

The last war proved almost disastrous to us, and brought about
many of the evils from which we are now suffering.

But many of these alien groups are convinced that if they can
bring about our participation in another world war, that may
bring about the end of free government in the United States.

Thus, they believe, the way would be cleared for their of
“ism"”, of whatever kind; but in any event, some fmmotptzllpi?iml
or economic dictatorship.

These are facts which challenge every American citizen,

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE

Mr, MAPES, Mr, Speaker, on behalf of the gentleman
from Massachusetts [Mr. TrReapway], I ask unanimous con-
sent that he may have 15 minutes in which to address the
House immediately after the reading of the Journal and
disposition of matters on the Speaker’s table tomorrow.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of tha
gentleman from Michigan?

There was no objection.

THE RASH OF TOWNSENDITIS

Mr, CELLER, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
revise and extend my remarks and to insert in the REecorp
an address which I delivered over the National Broadcasting
System in opposition to the Townsend plan.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Speaker, under leave granted to extend
my remarks in the Recorp, I include my address in opposition
to Mr. Gomer Smith, vice chairman of the Townsend move-
ment, Thursday evening, January 23, 1936, in the Town Hall
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Meeting of the Air over station WJZ and the National Broad-
casﬂngCo.c.hain,a.sfollown:

Chairman, ladies, and gentlemen, you have listened at-
tant!va]ytonr Gomer Smith. He deplores the “pension” of
010000 a year Congressmen get. What an outrageous statement

to make. A salary is not a pension. Even so, my adversary
wanted that $10,000 a year. He ran for the Senate and was de-
feated. I suppose it is a case of sour grapes. After hearing him
I am more than ever opposed to the so-called old-age pension
revolving plan.

He, like Townsend, apparently does not believe in the principles
of economiecs. That is readily discernible from his remarks

tonight. In fact, not a single economist supports him. In his
testimony before the Ways and Means Committee of the House
(p. 761 of the Hi , Jan. 21 to Feb. 12, 1935), the good doctor

in part said: “* * * What are economists? On what do they
base their conclusions? On precedent, do they not? Gentlemen,
Thl.:newage
is presenting new problems. Economists do not know anythmg
more about that than you or I; not in the least, * * *.
However, I warn the good doctor, whstherhewmitnrno,hia
nostrum will have to be tested in the crucible of economics to
determine its soundness before it be taken into the body politic.
All economists agree that it is a pseudo remedy, fllled with poisons
that would increase the maladies of oyment and distress.
Doubtlessly were we not subject to such national economic
suffering the mere suggestion of a Townsend plan could make no
headway:butlntlmesotstrmwahsnmdalwnyswmhava
ey Long share-the-wealth plan, a Sinclair
ti:erasho:’l‘uwnaendim It is, as it were,

the edge on all the other so-called redeemers,
an abstract, complicated program. Dr. Town-
better. He offers something concrete—g200

simpleton can understand that. Who would
month? He and his followers keep hammering
on the anvil of the Nation's suffering. Only the so-called
f the plan are stressed. Littlz or nothing is said of the
method of raising yearly the vast sum of twenty billions required.

The Townsendite already has visions of buying automobiles,
radios and new houses, and all the medical care he may need.
The Townsend Weekly is filled with ads recommending cures for
rheumatism, neuritis,, deafness. He will travel—Daytona Beach
Townsendites already were on the job handing out leaflets, ready
to cash in on the pension to come. The $200 per month is no
longer a vision; it Is a [act.

In San Diego I am Informed, when a Townsend pension bill was
before the California Legislature, hosts of elderly people tried to
buy automobiles and radios on the credit basis of §200 they dally
expected to find in their mail. (For shame, Dr. Townsend, is it not
cruel thus to deceive these poor hapless souls!) These old people
should and must be disillusionized. It is heartless to continue
the deception.

Very cleverly there has been injected a note of religion. The
National Townsend Weekly speaks of the plan as “religious in
action.” The leaders cannot address m.eetings without previous
arrangements for “amens” and * . &oclhut;nt references to
“God and the Creator”, and quotations from Sermon on the
Mount. The speakers very artfully proclaim that the Townsend
plan is just as much inspired by God Almighty as was the eman-
cipation proclamation of Abraham Lincoln.

The harsh realities of the plan are never touched upon. Usually
at meetings it is with a sort of religious hysteria that the ad-
herents revel in the gifts to come. It is this very spiritual enthu-
siasm that makes the plan doubly dangerous, and mayhap more
difficult to scotch.

Furthermore, there is a very deceiiful appeal to the passions and
prejudices of the unthinking. An examination of the arguments
advanced discloses the fi : “We must provide security for

people over 60, and jobs for the people under 60. When
that 1s accomplished the Townsend Clubs won't disband. Oh,
no. We will tackle the problem of aliens in this country. We'll
fix J. P. Morgan."”

E

WHAT IS THIS FLAN?

Frankly, your plan is “too good to be true.” Each citizen 60
years of age and over is to receive a pension of $200 a month for
life provided he gives up all gainful ts and spends the $200
each month, To pay these pensions there is to be a 2-percent tax
laid on the gross dollar value of every business and financial
transaction. This so-called transaction tax, which is really a sales
tax, is to be supplemented by a 2- t tax on all inheritances
and gifts in excess of $§500 and a 10 percent increase on all present
income taxes. To insure payment of these taxes all sellers of all
commodities of things of value are to be licensed, the fee of the
license to be fixed by the Secretary of the Treasury.

This scheme, aside from giving pensions to the aged, is sup-
posed to create new purchasing power, provide jobs, and give us
ripsnorting prosperity!

THE AMERICAN PEOPLE COULD NOT AND WOULD NOT PAY THE BILL

According to the census of 1930 there were 10,479,028 persons
in the United States 60 years of age or beyond. Thus the cost, if
all over 60 would be pensioned, would be $2,096,000,000 a month,
or over $25,000,000,000 a year.
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According to the annual report of the Secretary of the Treasury
for 1934 this is about eight times the present normal revenue of
the Federal Government received from taxation and miscellaneous
receipts.

Mulit Townsendites claim that about 8,000,000 persons would be
eligible for the pension, and that therefore the total cost, with
the expense of administration, would be about $20,000,000,000 per
annum. This is two-thirds of our national debt. What does it
mean? That yearly cost would place a burden upon us equal to
about seven times the revenue received by the Federal Govern-
ment in 1934. We would have to tax ourselves about seven times
our present rates.

According to the August 1935 Survey of Current Business of
the Department of Commerce the national income for 1934
amounted to $49,440,000,000. Let us say fifty billions. Thus, to
pay the Townsend pension of $20,000,000,000 would require 40 per-
cent of our national income. In other words, it is p to
give to 6 percent of the population 40 percent of the national
income and leave for the 94 percent of the population the other
60 percent.

According to Dr. Walter E. Spahr, chairman, department of
economics, school of commerce, New York University, “if the
national income of $50,000,000,000 were distributed evenly among
the 127,000,000 population, each person would receive $394. Since
the Townsend plan proposes to take 40 percent of it, each person
would have left $236. Thus 984 percent of the citizens of this
country would have their incomes cut to an average of $236 per
year so that 6 percent of the citizens may enjoy net incomes of
$1,440 per year ($2,400 less the 40-percent tax), or more than six
times as much.” :

Prof. Willford I. King, of the National Bureau of Economics
Research, estimates $900 per annum as the income per average
laborer in the United States. To pay each individual pensioner
would absorb the complete annual income of more than 214 labor-
ers. To pay 8,000,000 aged persons would require the entire annual
income of over 22,000,000 average laborers.

Let us view this stupendous cost from another angle. The
United States Bureau of Labor Statistics indicates 37,200,000 wage
and salary earners of average income. The Townsend pension
cost, according to Professor Spahr, would require the entire annual
income of 14,900,000 of these wage and salary earners. It would
require two-thirds of the entire annual income of 22,300,000 such
persons; or it would require one-half of the entire income of
nearly 30,000,000 such persons.

The best estimates indicate that about 67 percent of our
national income is paid to laborers in the form of wages and sala-
ries—that is, 67 percent of our annual income of $50,000,000,000
goes to 37,200,000 wage and salary earners at work earning an
average annual income of $900. If each such person pays his
40 percent of taxes, then each such person has left only $540
per year out of his $900 average salary to support himself and his
children. The net income per Townsend pensioner—$2,400 per
annum less 40 percent—would be $1,440, or $2,880 per family,
where father and mother are living. Therefore, such husband and
wife pensioners over 60 years of age would receive a sum over
five times as great as would be left to the average wage and
salary earner who also has a family to support.

Let the workers beware. Let the white-collar worker beware.
Let the machinist, the bookkeeper, the clerk, the farm hand, the
stenographer, the plumber, the mechanic, the teacher, the miner—
let them all beware. Do you think the masses of our people, who
have to pay this bill, would remain supine and indifferent? They
will rise in righteous wrath and indignation., Put this Townsend
plan into effect and our whole social system would collapse.

THE SO-CALLED TRANSACTION TAX WOULD FALL MOST HEAVILY ON THE
POOR

The wage and salary earner would pay more than his propor-
tionate amount, because the poor spend most for the necessities
of life. This transaction or sales tax of 2 percent on every trans-
action “from the cradle to the grave” would raise prices to an
astonishing degree. Let us take a suit of clothes: One would have
to pay a 2-percent tax on the retail cost, 2-percent tax on the
wholesale cost of the material, on the raw fiber, thread, lining,
buttons, wages at every stage, rtation, and distribution.
The pyramiding of the tax and the cost would give us inflation
with a vengeance. Townsendites admit that prices would go up
100 percent. They would go up much further. As a consequence,
the laborer’s income would buy fewer commodities and the pro-
portion of his income taken by taxation would increase. This high
cost of living would affect most seriously those who have fixed
incomes, like widows, orphans, and veterans., And what about
those on relief? See how hard they would be hit.

While this plan could not be carried into effect without spread-
ing ruin throughout the land, and while the tax itself could never
be effectuated, and therefore the pensions never be paid, neverthe-
less, let us assume for the sake of this argument that it could be
put into effect. Then this “transaction tax" would increase geo-
metrically. It would drive American production costs so high that
in order to protect manufacturers against floods of foreign im-
portations we would have to apply extortionately high tariffs.
Otherwise there would be a complete surrender of the domestic
markets to foreign imports. Such unbelievably high tariff walls
on our part would encourage retaliatory tariffs on the part of all
other countries. Our international trade would become frozen.

THE TRANSACTION TAX WOTULD TURN US INTO LIARS AND CHEATS

There would be made necessary the most gigantic policing
bureaucracy in the history of the country—at what a prohibitive
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cost for the army of spies and snoopers. Townsend, In his testi-
mony, stated that neighbors would be expected to spy on pension-
ers and to report if they think pension funds are being misspent.
Thus all pensioners would be policed. They must spend the $200.
each month. If they fail to do so and obtain the next month's
quota, they are gullty of a new crime, the crime of failure to
spend money.

POWERS NEVER BEFORE EXERCISED BY A SULTAN OR A CZAR WOULD BE

GIVEN THE GOVERNMENT

Every seller of gocds would have to apply for and receive a li-
cense from the Secretary of the Treasury, who would have the
right to fix the license fee, In every county or ward there would
be organized administrative boards with powers beyond the wild-
est dream of avarice. Every businessman, farmer, and seller of
goods, therefore, would be under governmental surveillance by
Government agents and inspectors, who would have the power
of life and death over these businessmen, and over any farmer,
for if a farmer sells milk or butter or eggs, and produce of any
sort, he must be licensed.

THE PLAN IS PALPABLY UNCONSTITUTIONAL

Its sponsors, however, dismiss, in cavalier fashion, the question
of constitutionality. That is a detail that does not concern them.
In the light of the A. A. A. decision, and in view of the occupa-
tional tax provided for in the plan, I assure you it cannot pos-
sibly square with the Constitution.

An amendment to the Constitution would be necessary. A
little thing like that does not concern Dr. Townsend. An amend-
ment would take years to bring about, but in all likelihood it
could never be brought about. Townsend Weekly fails to men-
tion this difficulty and continues to deceive its readers.

WHAT WILL BE THE EFFECT OF A TEANSACTION TAX ON WEALTH AND

INCOME?

The Townsendites' glib argument is that the dollar value of all
transactions in 1 year is about one thousand billion dollars, or
£1,000,000,000,000, and that 2 percent of $1,000,000,000,000 is
$20,000,000,000 per annum, the amount needed to pay the pension.

They little realize that taxes must be paid out of income and
many times may have to be paid out of the capital which produces
the income. The good doctor and his cohorts confuse the tax on
these transactions with the effect of taxation on wealth and income.

Let us see how wrong they are. Take, for example, an automobile
manufacturer with a capital of $1,000,000. It normally has a net
income of 10 percent, or $100,000. In order to make this profit the
manufacturer turns over his capital 10 times, and therefore does a
business of $10,000,000. According to this good doctor and his fol-
lowers, 10,000,000 of transactions pass through his hands during
the year. They would impress upon that business (upon those
transactions) a 2-percent tax, which would amount to $200,000.
But the business has only earned a net income of $100,000. There
would be a deficit of $100,000. That business would be wrecked,
because taxes can only be paid out of income. They cannot be paid
on “turnover” or “transactions.” Every other manufacturer, every
other businessman would also be wrecked. Ruin would be visited
upon millions of employees.
th'rhh'l;.s Esha argument that new jobs would be created must go by

e board.

THE TOWNSEND CIRCULATION-OF-MONEY THEORY FUTS THE CART BEFORE
THE HORSE

Townsendites say that the spending of money is all that is neces-
sary to bring about recovery, that because money does not circu-
late, business is in the doldrums. It is the other way around.
Business is bad and therefore money does not circulate. They do
not understand that money is merely a medium of exchange and
goes into circulation automatically only as business expands. In
other words, circulation cannot make business. It is business that
makes circulation.

If this were not true, then there should have been great pros-
perity among the German people in 1923, when they had trillions
of money in circulation. If circulation of money makes prosperity,
then there should have been great prosperity during our colonial
days when we issued continental dollars; during our Civil War
when we issued greenbacks; in 1790 when the National Assem-
bly flooded France with assignates. However, during all these pe-
riods the people suffered with increased circulation of money.
Business folded up. BSavings were destroyed. Poverty stalked the
land.

TOWNSENDITES CONFUSE MONEY WITH WEALTH

Money of itself is not wealth, nor is it income. It is merely a
medium of exchange, or a claim or title to real wealth and real
income. Artificially increase that supply of currency or money,
and you do not increase wealth. You simply cut the pie of
wealth, as it were, into more pieces, but the ple does not in-
crease in size. Artificially increase currency, and you raise prices
for the bare necessities of life far beyond the reach of the poor
and lowly.

WHEY NOT EXTEND THE TOWNSEND PLAN?

If the Townsend argument is sound, why stop with pensions
of $2,400 for persons over 60? Why not $5,000 pensions for per-
sons over 40? Or $10,000 pensions for persons over 30?

As Walter Lippmann says, “What can be said against these pro-
posals that must not also be said against the Townsend plan?
Dr, Townsend's error lies in forgetting the simple truth that
someone must produce the wealth which is consumed by the ncn-
producers, be they infants, old people, sick pecple, the unem-
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ployed, the idle rich, or the criminal classes. If Dr. Townsend's
medicine were a good remedy, the more people the country could
find to support in idleness the better off it would be.”

THE VIRTUES OF THRIFT, SAVING, AND INSURANCE WOULD GO GLIMMERING

If the plan were put into effect, why should the young live pru-
dently and usefully, save, invest, or take out insurance? Policy-
holders would convert their policies into cash, There would be no
need to insure against old age. Insurance companies would have to
dump their securities on the market to meet the demands of all
these policyholders. -

Why save for old age? Savings banks would consequently have to
dump their securities to meet withdrawals.

Who would buy all these securities? The markets would col-
lapse. The exchanges could not remain open a day. Insurance
companies and banks would crumble.

Somebody argued that the pensioners themselves would buy all
these securities. In the first place, they could not do this, because
by so doing they would be getting an income and thus would not
be eligible for the pension. And, furthermore, even if they would
be permitted to buy these securities, before they could do so these
huge taxes would have to be collected. But as a Frankenstein they
would be so ruinous as to destroy the very source from which the
revenue springs.

HOW WOULD THE AGED SPEND THEIR MONEY?

Townsend would offer no restrictions. Each couple would have
$4,800 a year less the “transaction tax." Grandma and grandpa
could readily keep in the household without work many sons and
daughters and in-laws. In fact, Townsend would put no restric-
tions on any expenditures. Testifying before the House Ways and
Means Committee, he said (p. 687 of the hearings of Jan. 21 to
Feb. 12, 1935: “* * =+ We shall not restrict that expenditure
at all * * *" And of the pensioner he said (ibid.): ** * *
Let him have carte blanche. Let him buy whisky with it if he wants
to kill himself off as quickly as he chooses. That is immaterial
* * s» He was questioned, “Would it be permissible for those
children to live with them and be supported from the provisions
supplied with this pension money in the home?” He replied,
e L ATH not? Why not let the elders buy commodities
and give to their children if they 1like? That is imma~-
torial - ® 0¥

THE SOCIAL SECURITY ACT AFFORDS THE BEGINNING OF A REMEDY

Personally, I am heartily in favor of sensible and adequate
pensions for old people. This is embodied In the social-security
bill of last year which provides upward of $30 per month for
the aged; that is, the Federal Government will match the States
dollar for dollar up to $15 per month, providing free pensions
for all old people without other means of support. In addition,
it provides for compulsory old-age insurance for employees.

In New York State we provide pensions for our aged and many
other States do likewise. In the course of time, national and
State legislation will be greatly improved and more sensible bene-
fits will be granted to the aged, the helpless, and the needy.

The Townsend scheme would destroy at one fell swoop all
progress made in old-age-pension laws. It should be consigned
to the place where it belongs—Ilimbo.

The pity of it all is the false promise that the Townsend plan
holds out to the old, feeble, and helpless. It is hard to tell the
poor aged that the scheme is merely a mirage. Everywhere they
dream of riches to come. Nothing could be more tragic than
their eventual disillusionment.

TITLE I—F. H. A.

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my own remarks.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr, SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, title I of the National Hous-
ing Act, covering modernization and repairs, expires April 1
of this year. I understand that the gentleman from Ohio
[Mr. Durrev] has introduced H. R. 10501, extending this
title for 2 years. The date of the expiration is now only
60 days in the future. I hope that the Committee on Bank-
ing and Currency will do everything in its power to speed
the passage of this legislation.

I am certain that every Member of the House has been
receiving requests from people in his or her district asking
for this extension.

During the month of August 1934, which was the begin-
ning of the Federal Housing Administration’s program of
insuring modernization loans for the purpose of repairing
and improving domestic and commercial properties, $251,595
in loans were reported for insurance. the month of
August 1935, 1 year later, $24,240,034 in loans were insured.
As of January 11, 1936, a total of over 739,715 loans had been
insured, amounting to $264,214444, There has been a
monthly increase in the insurance of modernization loans,
November having reached the peak with & ftotal of
$31,051,673.
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From reports submitted to the Federal Housing Adminis-
tration from every State, it has been conservatively estimated
the -amount spent for modernization and repairs since August
1, 1934, has amounted to over $1,266,481,000. This estimate
indicates the amount of repair and modernization work being
done which is paid for either by loans (insured or uninsured)
or by cash outlay.

MODERNTZATION CREDIT—TITLE I

At the close of business on Saturday, February 1, there
were 6,184 financial institutions throughout the country
that had reported insured notes; that is, notes representing
loans made for the purpose of modernization and repair of
homes. The total of these notes on the date mentioned was
794,177, representing $281,417,238 in loans.

Evidence of the amount of weekly business is shown by
the fact that the weekly average is $6,400,000 since October 1.

A further analysis of loans insured disclosed that single
family dwellings more than equaled the combined total of all
other properties improved or modernized.

Percent of total
Type of property improved
. Number | Amount
Sl.nﬁlatnmﬂy 60.7 57.1
Mu tilp.le residential 3.6 25.7
Retail store. 3.9 7.8
Commereial L1 3.4
Industrial .3 2.5
Institutional ____ 4 5 f
Miscellaneous. 20 2.8
Total, all types. 100.0 100.0

~ With a record of having insured $55,341,520 in moderni-
zation and repair notes, the State of New York led the Na-
tion in which there was a total of $264,214 444 at the close
of business January 11, 1936.

New York had made 127,529 insured loans out of a total
of 739,715 for the Nation.

California was second, with a total of $39,516,179 for
123,527 loans, and New Jersey third with $15,924,726 for
39,484 loans.

Contractors, real-estate operators, dealers, carpenters,
painters, home builders, salesmen, floor layers, merchants,
brokers, millmen, engineers, and so forth, are unanimous in
their acclaim of the benefits that have been derived from
this legislation.

A company in Chicago writes: .
Administration, through its in-

opinion, the entire Nation.

It has enabled us to absorb many unemployed by considerably
enlarging our factory and office force.

It has enabled us to increase the earnings of our factory and
office force by substantial bonuses based upon salaries or wages
received. It has also made it possible for our salesmen to earn a
gst deal more money in the form of commissions on account of

increased volume of sales they have >

It has enabled the users of our equipment—those engaged in
the relief of human suffering—to purchase ne modern,
result-producing equipment at substantially lower finance or car-

than have heretofore been avallable, on terms more -
commensurate with their abilify to pay and on a basis which
largely enabled them to make their payments out of their in-
creased income. This has brought about much expressed appre-
ciation from our customers of the opportunity not only to serve
their patients more effectively but to increase their own earnings.

It will result in this corporation able to remit to the
Government & much larger amount in the form of income taxes.
. A large number of banks and other sources of modernization
credit cooperating with us have benefited on account of the
profitable nature of loans made by them under the insured mod-
ernization credit plan. These institutions have expressed entire
satisfaction with the way the loans are being repaid to them and
are, in the great majority of instances, ready and anxious to ex-
tend additional loans where it can be done with safety.

A report recently received from the Federal Housing Admin-
istration stated that their losses on all insured loans had been

the insured

our opinion, be attributed to the fact that these loans have, in-
sofar as our knowledge goes, been extended in the main with dis-
cretion and caution and to a class of purchasers deserving of
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credit and able to repay. There is a most wholesome impression
with reference to these loans, by those securing them, that they
must be paid.

The increased business that has been created by this worthy
effort, amounting to hundreds of millions of dollars, of which our
share has been a small part, has, in our opinion, afforded employ-
ment directly and indirectly to such a large number of people as
to have caused other necessary National and State expenditures to
be decreased. This has brought about the net result that the
insured modernization loans of the Federal Housing Administration
have in the final analysis not cost the taxpayer anything, but have
actually been a means of saving him large sums.

We deem the insured modernization loans of the Federal Hous-
ing Administration of great value to the Nation in order that
business may be further sustalned, employment may be more gen-
eral throughout the country, and the benefits that have accrued
to the country be continued. For these reasons we desire to peti-
tion all representatives of the people, regardless of party, to lend
their influence and support to the continuance of this most
worthy and profitable legislation.

Respectfully yours,

—_—

An employee writes that title I has enabled the company
by whom he is employed—

To absorb many unemployed.

To increase our purchases.

To increase the salaries of our employees.

To increase our profits, permitting us to pay increased profits tax.

To pay substantial bonuses to both factory and office employees
over and above their increased salaries.

To increase the earnings of our salesmen on the road.

Another reports:

The customers of our firm have expressed much appreciation of
the benefits they derive by way of lower carrying charges and bet-
ter terms possible under F. H. A. Institutions granting this credit
report satisfaction and desire to extend it further.

In view of the standing of California in second place for
the United States, it is to be expected that the retail lumber
dealers of the State of California are very anxious to have
title I of the National Housing Act extended.

I urge the committee to report and the House to adopt
H. R. 10501 to continue one of the brightest spots of the
New Deal.

NATIONAL FARKS AND MONUMENTS

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that I
may proceed for 2 minutes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Pennsylvania?

There was no objection.

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, I should like to call the attention
of the membership of the House today to the fact that we
are going to consider the Consent Calendar. On that calen-
dar are many requests from Members of the House of Repre-
sentatives for parks or national monuments. Under the
Maverick bills passed last year, Public Laws Nos. 201 and 292,
we set up a General Advisory Board of the Historical Park
Commission. That Advisory Board will pass on all parks and
monuments in this country. We appropriated the money for
this set-up. I think it is the duty of every Member of the
House to permit his park bill or his monument bill to go
before that committee before it is brought on the floor of the
House. There are a number of them on the Consent Calendar
today, and I am going *o object to them. So you might as
well make requests to carry them over without prejudice,
because we have not the money, and you nor anybody else
will tell us where we are going to get the money to continue
indefinitely setting up these objects that are going to require
additional funds in the future to maintain.

I hope the membership will request, before they are ob-
jected to, that their bills be carried over until the Historical
Park Commission can pass on them. I make that request of
you in order that you will not have your park bills objected to
today.

[Here the gavel fell.]

SOIL EROSION

Mr. DUNCAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my own remarks in the REcorp.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it is so ordered.
There was no objection.
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Mr. DUNCAN. Mr. Speaker, the Congress, as well as the
whole counfry, is now concerned with the problem of pro-
viding a substitute for the Agricultural Adjustment Act,
which the Supreme Court recently made inoperative. Re-
gardless of its fate at the hands of the Court, that act saved
American agriculfure. We are hearing much discussion of
the question of soil erosion, and I want to give you a picture
of the situation as I see it; just what has been happening
to our agricultural lands as a result of erosion and just how
little we have realized its destructive force. Our country is
comparatively new, and we have been able to take from the
soil what we have needed, without realizing just how ex-
pensive it has been or what effect it has had on the value
of the land for future productive purposes, or how those
who are to come after us are to carry on. In other words,
we are taking all and leaving nothing for those to whom
we owe at least a moral responsibility.

The older parts of the country, of course, experienced. the
destructive effects of erosion a long time ago, but I doubt if
they gave any serious thought as to just what it meant to
them or how to prevent it. It was like a horse or a wagon;
in the course of time it just wore out. The old farm was
not producing like it used to, but aside from placing fertilizer
on the soil there was nothing to do about if. . They did not
realize how serious their problem was or what they should
do to prevent its continuance until it was too late. :

The topsoil, or productive part of land, washed away
cannof be restored. It is forever gone. True, with extensive
and expensive fertilization, it may continue to produce, in
a measure, a living, but its real fertility is gone, and the
efforts to make g living from it will have to be doubled. A
little thought and effort directed to preventing the cause will
be far better than a futile effort to effect a cure.

Not always have those most affected been willing to accept
advice on the subject, and they were reluctant to see the
situation as it really was. It is human nature to do things
in the usual and accepted manner, and we sometimes are
inclined to resent new things even when they are designed
for our protection and our prosperity. We have felt that so
long as we were able to grow a reasonably good crop there
was nothing to worry about. Probably the owner of the
land felt unable to stand the expense of putting back into the
soil that which he was, year after year, taking out. Most
folks who buy a farm are so sorely pressed to meet the inter-
est obligations, pay the taxes, a little on principal, and live,
that nothing is left with which to rebuild the soil. In other
words, we must farm it so intensively to live, and pay what
we must, that we lose sight of just what it is costing us in
destroyed value and lessened fertility of soil every year.

Unquestionably, it is a national problem, and it calls for
the cooperation of the Government and the owners of the
soil everywhere to solve it. It is a national problem, be-
cause it is the duty of the Government to protect national
resources and plan for the future as well as to meet the
problems of the present. When the natural resources of a
country are destroyed and no effort made to restore them,
that country is beginning to decline.

You may say that so long as our country is engaged in an
effort to curtail production for the purpose of reducing sur-
pluses, surely we are not concerned seriously with the ques-
tion of making our land more productive. We will not
always have a surplus; when our millions reach their full con-
suming power that surplus will vanish. For the purpose of
this discussion, I am not concerned with producing more; I
am concerned with the protection of the soil.

I can see no good reason for farming 160 acres of land
if as much can he produced on 80 acres with half the effort
and expense.

I do not desire to discuss here the question of taking lands
out of cultivation or use for the purposes of crop reduction
or controlling surpluses. That is another economic question
that has little to do with the actual question of soil erosion
as a destructive agency of wealth and value, and will occupy
our attention soon.

For 5 years there has been a soil-erosion experimental
station located at Bethany, in my district in Missouri, and
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the information gained from the experiments have thrown
a great deal of light on the subject. The experiments have
been carried on under such conditions as to make the infor-
mation indisputable. y

If it requires the results of a lifetime of labor to pay for
-160 acres of land when that land is reasonably productive,
what will be required when the productive capacity of that
same land is reduced one-half or more, through the washing
away of the fertile topsoil?

During our lives we have witnessed the destruction of the
trees and shrubbery and vegetation of almost all kinds, and
there has followed drought, the blowing away of the soil,
and its rapid washing away. The rain that falls upon the
ground rapidly rushes to the low places and carries with it
the best part of the soil, and the moisture does the ground
but little good because it only touches it in its mad rush to
the river or other places of escape. Water falling upon
.a paved street rushes into the sewer and leaves the street
clean and shiny. So it does when it falls upon the land,
unless there is something to hold it back in its mad rush
to the sea. The land is washed clean of the very part that
is necessary to make it productive. y i

If moisture does not remain in the soil how may we ex-
pect to have moisture coming from the skies? Moisture, of
course, draws moisture. In addition to preventing the
washing away of the soil, we must see that sufficient mois-
ture remains in the soil to support growing plant life.

Let us look at the picture: I can best describe the con-
dition in my own State, and that condition is common to
most other States. It is estimated that only about 10,000,000
acres of land in Missouri, or slightly more than one-fourth
the area, are not subject to erosion, and approximately two
to three million acres of such land are affected for agricul-
ture purposes, because of stream cutting and deposits of
eroded material from uplands adjacent to the stream bot-
toms. BSlightly more than one-fourth of the area of the
States is affected by moderate to serious erosion, having lost
one-fourth to one-half of the original surface soil. Slightly
less than one-half of the State, or probably 20,000,000
acres is affected by serious erosion, have lost one-half to
three-fourths of the original surface soil. Another million
acres are affected by severe erosion, and of course, the
longer such erosion is permitted to continue, the greater the
damage.

An acre of soil to a depth of 1 inch weighs approximately
143 tons. The result of a survey indicates that 20,850,000,000
tons of soil have left Missouri farms since they have been
cultivated. It is estimated that the average Missouri soil
contains 2,500 pounds of nitrogen, 1,250 pounds of phos-
phorus, and 2,800 pounds of potassium to the acre, to a
depth of 7 inches. This means that Missouri, as a result of
soil washing, has lost 26,090,000 tons of nitrogen, 13,030,000
tons of phosphorus, and 300,240,000 tons of potassium. If
this lost soil could be magically replaced to a depth of
7 inches on the eroded acres of the State, it would make an
area in size almost equal to one-half of the present land
area of the State. The restored fertility would probably be
sufficient to increase the corn yield from 10 fto 20 bushels
per acre over this area. Once this nitrogen and humus is lost
it can never be completely replaced, even though heavy appli-
cations of manure are added, and green manure crops are
turned under.

If it is assumed that commercial nitrogen sells for 10 cents
a pound, the loss of nitrogen fertility alone from Missouri
soils has been approximately $5,000,000,000, since the land
was first farmed—and Missouri is comparatively a new
State.

These figures may readily show one of the causes of de-
pressed land values, delinquent taxes, and foreclosures, in
areas where erosion is particularly destructive. If it is to
be permitted to continue unchecked, I do not see how we
may expect to make farm loans in the future. The collateral
is rapidly being destroyed.

Erosion has been far more serious since the war. When
prices of farm commodities became very high and land
values in accordance, farmers everywhere plowed up pasture
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lands and planted grain which brought much more income
to,them. 'The result was that such lands immediately began
to wash away. Then farm commodities slumped tremen-
dously in value, and it became necessary for every farmer
to produce all he possibly could with the facilities available
to live and meet his obligations. That meant no rotation
of crops, and the erosion that had started increased each
year in startling degrees. 1

In the United States, 100,000,000 acres of formerly culti-
vated land has already been ruined and abandoned. That
is the equivalent of 625,000 farms of 160 acres each, and
approximately the combined extent of the States of Ohio,
Illinois, Virginia, and South Carolina; 125,000,000 more acres
now in production are practically stripped of the topsoil
and still another 100,000,000 acres of cultivated land is
rapidly approaching the point of bankrupt farming. The
cost to the farmers of the United States amounts to
$400,000,000 annually.

According to measurements made at the erosion service

station in north Missouri, erosion is removing the surface
soil 7 inches, or plow depth of secil, in slightly less than 15
years where corn is planted up and down an 8-percent slope.
The average loss of soil amounted to 60 tons per acre per
year. :
Results indicate that under unprotected cultivated con-
ditions the rate of erosion increases rapidly as the length
of the slope increases. Doubling the length of slope in-
creases the average erosion 1.66 times, and trebling the
length increases the rate of erosion 2.59 times.

Another test showed soil losses from a 3.68-percent slope,
over a 6-year period, of 41.2 tons per acre annually, where
the ground had been plowed to a depth of 4 inches, and
that approximately 68 percent of the annual rainfall was
held back; the balance was cutting and tearing and taking
away the soil. From a grass-covered area of the same slope
and soil type less than 0.03 ton of solid matter was removed
each year, or a total of 1.7 tons in.6 years, while 88.45 per-
cent of the rainfall was retained and soaked into the soil.
At this rate of erosion, 7 inches of the topsoil would
have washed away in 24 years from the area tilled 4
inches deep. Whereas it would have taken 3,547 years to
remove the same amount from the grassed area.

Slightly more than three-fourths of the soils of Missouri
have lost over one-fourth of their original fertile surface
soil and one-half of the soils have lost one-half or more of
their original soil according to recent surveys made by the
State agricultural college.

What is the remedy? First, there must be a thorough
understanding and appreciation of the seriousness of the
situation, and just what it means to the future of our coun-
try and to our own prosperity. The farmers must realize
the seriousness from their own point of view and whole-
heartedly enter into the cooperative plan the Government
has worked out for crop rotation, proper planting, terracing
of fields to shorten slopes, stopping washes in cultivated
flelds, and fertilization. Experiments seem to show that
crops may be divided into three general classes in regard
to erosion control. (1) Sod crops which are erosion re-
sistant. Among them are bluegrass, timothy, red clover,
lespedeza, alfalfa, and sweetclover. (2) Small-grain crops
(wheat, oats, barley, and rye), which are partly resistant.
(3) Cultivated crops such as corn or soybeans, which are
highly erosive.

In connection with the erosion station I mentioned here-
tofore, for the past 3 years there have been more than 600
members of C. C. C, camps engaged in soil-erosion work in
one county, and such work has covered a large area. The
results have been far reaching and those who have ob-
served the results of the work and the ones who have bene-
fited by it are most enthusiastic. The farmers have read-
ily entered into contracts to continue the work the Govern-
ment has started. Large and small dams have been con-
structed in places where necessary to do the most good.

It is a comparatively easy task to stop washes in fields if
proper methods are employed; the expense is practically
nothing and the result surprising.
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Their experiments have shown the effect of properly lay-
ing out a field for planting and cultivation; the proper
locating of different kinds of crops in the same field, to
prevent erosion; terraces constructed to shorten the slopes,
thus retarding the progress of the water; the effect of ro-
tating crops and the consequent saving of the soil as well
as its enrichment and the necessity for fertilization, even
on sodded eroded soil, to prevent further erosion and to
restore, in a measure, the productive qualities. May I say
here that I believe the C. C. C. camps have been the most
effective agency the Government has created to combat the
ravages of soil erosion.

The result of one demonstration that comes to my mind
seems to me to demonstrate very clearly the effectiveness
of the character of work I have been describing. In the
district where the demonstration was made, there are two
streams alike in size and draining approximately the same
size area each, and the area drained by each is of the same
topographical formation. The soil erosion prevention meth-
ods were carried out in the area drained by only one of
these streams. Measurements were made of a rain, general
over the whole area. The stream in the area where no
work had been done rose 3 feet higher than the stream
in the area where the work had been done, and the stream
in the area where the work had been done stayed up 3
hours longer than the other stream. This, of course, was
conclusive evidence of effectiveness of the methods used in
the area; the water was being held back and soaking into
the soil and creating a reservoir for future use in the grow-
ing of crops; it was not rushing off the soil and carrying
with it tons and tons of the topsoil necessary to fertility.

The Government cannot, of course, do all the work neces-
sary to protect the vast areas that are affected. It can, how-
ever, show the way.

Experiment stations are located at various places in the
country, and I should like to see every farmer avail himself
of the opportunity of visiting one of them and seeing for
himself just what they are proving—seeing how much of
the value of his land is being washed away every year.

In every community where erosion is at work, I should like
to see the farmers form cooperative organizations for the
develcpment of conservation projects; to acquire, on a co-
operative basis, machinery necessary to do the work, and to
have the benefit of the knowledge of a trained expert on the
subject, the latter, of course, without cost to them. If this
plan were followed, I believe thousands and thousands of
now fertile lands would be saved from the ravages of erosion.
The value of the land would be maintained, loans would be
better secured, and for that reason more easily obtained. A
living would come with less effort, obligations would be more
easily met, and there would be some value in the heritage of
those who are to follow.

PROGRESS IN THE POSTAL SERVICE

Mr. SWEENEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
to extend my own remarks and include therein a radio
address delivered by the gentleman from New York [Mr.
MEap].

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. SWEENEY. Mr. Speaker, under leave to extend my
remarks, in the Recorp, I include the following radio address
delivered by Representative James M. Meap, chairman of the
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, on January
30, 1936, over the National Broadcasting System:

The Postal Service has always played an active part in the
growth of our Republic. It is not surprising, therefore, that when
our country is seeking a way to spread employment, the world’s
biggest business, the Postal Bervice, should take the initiative and
set the example for industry to follow.

We are proud of the law enacted in the last session of Congress,
shortening the hours of service of our postal workers, giving them
a 5-day week. This is in line with the economic trend of our
day in every industry, due to the Increased productivity of the
machine,

Not one of us would be willing to discard the modern inven-
tions which lighten labor, which turn out work so efficiently and
s0 speedily; but the truth is brought home to us daily that these
mechanical contrivances are revolutionizing the world—they are
taking the bread from the mouths of our workingmen in so
dangerously reducing the number of jobs.
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The machines are here to stay. It is our job to find a way to
use these inventions wisely. In giving the world the benefit of
the speedier method of production, we must, at the same time,
protect our workers. They, toco, must benefit from these labor-
saving devices.

We must find new avenues of employment, and we must ac-
company this program by a division of the available jobs among
all willing to work.

What is more logical right now than a fair division of labor
opportunities by shortening the work periods?

We are now operating under that plan in the Postal Service, and
it is proving successful. By reducing the workweek from 44 hours
to 40- hours, regular employees have been given long-merited pro-
motions, relief has been provided for more than 18,000 substitutes;
and with all this remarkable progress the Department paid its way.
Additional help has been taken on, and the Service is expanding
to meet present-day needs of increased mail volume with faster
and more frequent deliveries of mail to our farmers, our business
houses, and our homes.

When private industry follows the example of the Postal Serv-
ice, America’s problem of unemployment will be well-nigh solved.

Another achievement of the Department is the spanning of the
Pacific by the air mail. On November 22 last the China Clipper
spread its wings at Alameda, Calif., soared into the sky, and then
headed for the Philippines. That was the first scheduled trans-
Pacific air-mail flight in history. Just 100 years earlier the first
clipper ship sailed into San Francisco Harbor; and now in our day
we have seen the blazing of new trails, the linking of America
with Asia, the spanning of 8,000 miles of ocean in 5 days. It is
almost unbelievable.

And this is but the forerunner of another amazing develop-
ment—the development of trans-Atlantic commercial service by air.

Our Postmaster General is so confident that the bridging of
the Atlantic by air is sure to follow that he is inviting the atten-
tion of Congress to the desirability of preparing for such service.
Mr. Farley declares: “It has been the experience of the United
States that when better communications and faster tion
have been established between this and other countries better
understandings have resulted, and an improvement in trade and
commerce has followed.”

Another growth of the Postal SBervice is to the north. In the
last session we passed a bill authorizing contract air-mail service
in Alaska, and, on a wider scale than was previously the case, it
is now supplementing the slower dog-sled service. The air mail is
speeding up communication between the States and the Territory
of Alaska, and it is rendering a humane service in rushing food and
medical supplies to the starving and the sick in the isolated re-
gions of the north.

Air-mail service now links the islands of Hawall, giving dally
instead of of semiweekly service. The islands’ first letter carriers
were the missionaries, who carried the mail in making their pil-
grimages from one island to another.

This is a progressive age in which we are living. We are wit-
nessing changes which were merely dreams a few years back.
Not long ago the 40-hour week for labor was unheard of, the
bridging of the Pacific by airplane was out of the question. But
both have come to pass. Even greater things lie in store for us;
and we can feel confident that, whatever they may be, the Postal
Service is sure to play a prominent role in all such stupendous
undertakings,

TEXAS CENTENNIAL EXPOSITION

Mr. McCREYNOLDS. Mr. Speaker, I call up the confer-
ence report on House Joint Resolution 459, to amend the
joint resolution entitled “Joint resolution providing for the
participation of the United States in the Texas Centennial
Exposition and celebrations to be held in the State of Texas
during the years 1935 and 1936, and authorizing the Presi-
dent to invite foreign counfries and nations to participate
therein, and for other purposes”, and ask that the statement
be read in lieu of the report.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Tennessee?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the statement.

The conference report and statement are as follows:

CONFERENCE REFPORT

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the joint resclu-
tion (H. J. Res, 459) having met, after full and free conference,
have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective
Houses as follows:

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment
of the Senate, and agree to the same.

8. D. McREYNOLDS,

Son Broom,

JosepH W. MARTIN, Jr.,
Managers on the part of the House.

Tom CONNALLY,
PETER

ALBEN W. BARKLEY,
Managers on the part of the Senate.
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STATEMENT ’

on the part of the House at the conference

the ing votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the
Benate to the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 459) to amend the joint
resolution entitled “Joint resolution providing for the
tion of the United States in the Texas Centennial tion and
celebrations to be held in the Btate of Texas 4 the years
1935 and 1936, and authorizing the President to invite foreign
countries and nations to participate therein, and for other pur-
poses"”, submit the following written statement in explanation of
the effect of the action agreed upon by the conferees and recom-
mended in the accompanying conference report:

The Senate amendment struck out the last sentence of the first
section of the House joint resolution, which provided that funds
allocated for Bexar County under the resolution should be ex-
pended in connection with historic purposes only. The House

8. D. McREYNOLDS,

SoL BroomM,

JoserH W. MaRTIN, Jr.
Managers on the part of the House.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the conference report.
The conference report was agreed to.
A motion to reconsider was laid on the table.

DR. MEAD

Mr. EEWALL. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks relative to the late Dr. Mead and fo
include therein an article which appeared in the Porfland
Journal, of Portland, Oreg., after Dr. Mead’s death.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Oregon?

There was no objection.

Mr. EKWALL. Mr. Speaker, under leave granted by the
House, I desire to insert in the CowngrEssioNAL RECORD an
editorial from the Oregon Daily Journal, of Portland, Oreg.,
in its issue of Tuesday, January 28, 1936, eulogistic of the
late Dr. Elwood Mead, Commissioner of the United States
Reclamation Service.

This encomium pays Dr. Mead a well-deserved tribute.
Here was a man of great vision, who translated his concepts
into realities and his prophecies into fulfillment. No idle
dreamer was he. That which he had envisioned in youth and
middle age was vouchsafed to him in the winter of life to
accomplish. It would not be too much to say of Dr. Mead
that he was an empire builder, for his was “a pioneer idea
instinet with genius.” In this respect he can justly take
his place in history alongside the immortal George Washing-
ton. The parallel is striking. Washington as an engineer
solved stupendous and vexatious problems for the benefit of
mankind. His vision embraced a wide terrain. He opened
up vast tracts of land fitted to become the home of millions
of American farmers. He spoke of his plan of waterways to
the West as the “channel of commerce to the extensive and
valuable trade of a rising empire.” The horizon of this em-
pire, however, scarcely extended beyond the Alleghenies.
Many decades thereafter it fell to the lot of another great
American, Dr. Elwood Mead, to see, with prophetic ken, the
potentialities of the vast western country beyond the Rockies
for development by the ingenuity of man, aided by “the most
powerful machines yet devised.” This public benefactor,
self-abnegating, gave his knowledge, gave his science, gave
his spirit, and gave his very life that future generations
might benefit by his work and his self-sacrificing devotion to
duty. :

As a member of the standing Committee of the House on
Irrigation and Reclamation, I came in close contact with the
work of Dr. Mead, and I feel sure that all of my colleagues
on this committee join with me in agreeing that he, like
Saint Paul, might well say:

I have fought a good fight, I have finished my course, I have
kept the faith.

The editorial tribute to him is as follows:

[From the Oregon Daily Journal of Jan. 28, 1936]
DR. MEAD

Dr. Elwood Mead bullt his own monument. He built it of earth
and concrete and with water. He built it of the desert turned into
farms and flowers and homes.

Dr. Mead, at 78, and after only a week's illness, is dead in Wash-
ington, D. C. He had been United States Commissioner of Recla~
mation since 1924. To him was given the building of Boulder Dam
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on the Colorado, of Grand Coulee Dam on the Columbia, of Owyhee
and Vale frrigation projects in Oregon, of Casper-Alcova in Wyo-
ming, and of other great en of reclamation throughout
the West. He was a benefactor to the Oregon c v

The greatest work of his life he did after he had passed three
score and ten. And after he was 756 he directed the spending of
hundreds of millions of dollars allotted to reclamation in the
recovery program. When he passed, 35 reclamation dams were
under construction; $170,000,000 was being spent, and $30,000,000
of this amount in Portland’s trade territory.

‘While Dr. Mead built he prophesied. He predicted on the
Pacific coast as great cities as have been built in the world. He
prophesied a great and widespread population in the West and
activities that shall be titantic. He pointed to the West as the
new opportunity for the drought-stricken people of the Midwest.
He found profound significance for the future in the fact that the
Columbia River has the greatest water supply in the arid districts
of this Nation.

He found the basis of his prophecy in the plains and valleys of
volcanic ash made miraculously fruitful and beautiful by water
scientifically led from nature's inverted reservoirs, the mountains.
He had used in construction some of the most powerful machines
yet devised. He had shown that every man employed on a recla-
mation project employs two elsewhere. He had given proof to Con-
gress that every dollar invested in a reclamation project produced
$4 of additional value. He had shown eastern industries that rec-
lamation projects were drawing upon them for $100,000,000 of
manufactured ucts a year. And in one accounting, below
present totals, he revealed that upon 8,000,000 acres of land re-
claimed in Federal projects, 41,000 country homes had been pro-
vided, citles and towns had been built, and a revolving fund
investment of $280,000,000 had been turned into $2,000,000,000 of
property values.

Iﬁl%.lgg. another prophet, wrote the epitaph to which Dr. Mead is
en .

“And they that shall be of thee shall build the old waste places;
thou shalt raise up the foundations of many generations; and thou
zhalﬁl;caﬂedtherepnhwofthebrmh,themtomra{pamw

we! .

“I give waters In the wilderness and rivers in the desert.”

Bome months ago Dr. Mead confronted Mrs. Mead's proposal for
retirement, for ease, and for a trip around the world. He elected fo
stay on the job. Thus he was happiest, for when he had passed he
left in full vigor the work that produces life.

CONQUESTS IN THE ORIENT

Mr. WHITE. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent fo
extend my remarks in the RECORD.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. WHITE. Mr. Speaker and Members of the House, in
the light of the great changes that have taken place in the
Orient in recent times, the subjugation of Manchuria and
the establishment of a government dominated by the Japa-
nese, and the monetary changes that have been effected in
China and their effect on the business and financial rela-
tions of the people of this country and those of China and
Japan, it will be interesting to review some of the state-
ments that appear in the memorial of Premier Tanaka, an
ambitious plan for the conquest of China and the rest of
Asia and world dominance, with the following quotations
from the Memoirs of Tanaka that appeared in a contribu-
tion made by myself in 1932, before the conquest of Man-
churia, the bombardment of Shanghai, or the nationalization
of silver in China. I quote from the memorial:

Iron and steel are closely connected with national development.
Every country attaches great importance to it. But because of
the lack of ores we have found no solution of this problem.
Hitherto we have had to steel from the Yangtse Valley
and the Malay Peninsula. PBut, according to a secret survey of
our general staff, a wealth of iron mines are found in many places
in Manchuria and Mongolia. A conservative estimate of the re-
serve is 10,000,000,000 tons.

The term Manchuria and Mongolia includes the Provinces of
Fengtien, Kirin, Heilungkiang, and outer and inner Mongolia. It
extends on area of 74,000 square miles, having a population of
28,000,000 people. The territory is more than three times as large
as our own empire, not counting Eorea and Formosa, but is in-
habited by only a third as many people. The attractiveness of the
land does not arise from the scarcity of population alone; its
wealth of forestry, minerals, and agricultural products is also
unrivaled elsewhere in the world.

After studying the present possibilities of our country, our best
policy lies in the direction of taking positive steps to secure rights
and privileges in Manchuria and Mongolia. Armed by the rights
already secured, we shall seize the resources all over the country.
Having China'’s entire resources at our disposal, we shall proceed
to conquer India, the archipelago, Asia Minor, Central Asla, and
even Europe.

It will be recalled that when the nine-power treaty which
restricted our movements in Manuchuria and Mongolia was signed,
public opinion was greatly aroused. All agreed that the nine-
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power treaty was initiated by the United States. Unfortunately,

just as we were ready to carry out our policy and “vold the

nine-power treaty, the Seiyukal cabinet suddenly fell and our

policy failed of fruition.”

MONEY MANIPULATION UNDER THE GOLD STANDARD NECESSARY FOR THE
SUCCESS OF JAPANESE SCHEMES

Although Manchuria and Mongolia are within our field of activi-
ties, yet the legal tender is still silver. The Chinese businessmen
use silver money throughout and are free from the effects of
exchange fluctuations. (It might be observed right here that
the “effects of exchange” constitute a toll profit to the banking
interest on every transaction between the citizens of different
nations.

Thereleom their junk (water-borne) trade is prosperous although
they have no scientific knowledge of exchange value of gold and
silver, they always gain in the transaction. It (the silver stand-
ard) often conflicts with our gold basis and works to our dis-
advantage. That our people have failed to prosper as they should
in these places is due to the existence of silver monetary system
there. The Chinese have persistently upheld the silver basis,
and therefore made it impossible for us firmly to establish our
colonization plans on firm economic foundation.

The money that we bring into Manchuria is of gold standard.
When we use it either for daily livelihood or for industry and
trade, it has to be exchanged into Chinese silver dollars. The
fluctuation of exchange is not infrequently as much as 20 per-
cent, resulting in serious loss to our le.

With the silver standard in existence the Chinese Government

- can increase their notes to counteract our gold notes, consequently
our banks will fail to carry out the mission of extending our
country’s influence.

If the gold standard is adopted, we can issue gold notes freely.
With the credit of the gold notes, we can acquire rights in real
property and natural resources and defeat the credit of the Chi-
nese silver notes. The Chinese will be unable to compete with
us; the currency of the whole of Manchuria and Mongolia will
be in our control. 3

Until we have entirely discredited the Chinese silver notes, we
will never place our gold notes in their proper place in Manchuria
and Mongolia, much less obtain the monopoly in currency and
finance of the two countries.

In view of the above-mentioned considerations, we must over-
throw Manchuria's incontrovertible silver notes and divest the
Government of its purchasing power. Then we can extend the
use of our gold notes in hope of dominating the economic and
financial activities of Manchuria and Mongolia. Furthermore,
we can compel the authorities of the three eastern Provinces. to
emf:eoy Japanese advisers to help us gain supremacy in financial
matters.

We must have the rights of monopoly for the sale of Manchurian
and Mongolian products before we can carry out our continental
policy and prevent the invasion of American capital as well as the
influence of the Chinese traders. (Reprinted and distributed by
World Peace Movement, 108 Park Row, New York.)

There is food for thought in the above paragraphs.

Is there a parallel between the scheme outlined by the Japa-
nese Premier by the manipulation of money based on the gold
standard for the subjugation and control of the Chinese
people and the schemes, recently exposed, of our interna-
tional bankers for the subjugation and control of the masses
of the American people? Is the money system of this country
under its present management being allowed to function
freely for the advancement and general welfare of the masses,
or is it being manipulated to deprive them of the fruits of
their thrift and industry?

While the Japanese Government has repudiated and dis-
avowed the authenticity of the memorial, subsequent events
point to the adoption of a preconceived plan that closely fol-
lows the proposal contained in the memorial text of the pro-
nouncement. It is apparent that outside influence, with the
connivance of Chinese financiers, has successfully brought
about the nationalization of silver by China, placing an in-
terest burden on the business of the Chinese people, as has
been done in this and other countries, by retiring gold and
silver and replacing the coinage with paper money, loaned
into circulation when secured by such interest-bearing obli-
gations as may be eligible, It will be interesting to watch
the results of the efforts of financiers to retain control of
money and credit in the several nations and at the same time
restore business conditions by these experiments.

TOWNSEND PLAN

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask permission to extend
my remarks in the Recorp at this point, to insert a short
statement showing where a very small portion of the Town-
send money has gone.

Mr. WOODRUM. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob-
ject—and I shall not object; I have never objected to a
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colleague extending his remarks—but I think this ought to
be pointed out to our colleagues on both sides: That very
recently for the first time in years in the House a practice
has grown up of Members asking permission to extend their
remarks in the Recorp “at this point”, and then inserting
long speeches. I think it is a very bad practice. I do not
think our colleagues should indulge in it. Those responsible
for the REcorp ought to see that it is not pursued.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Michigan?

There was no objection.

The statement submitted by Mr. Horrman follows:

Is THERE A PrOFIT IN THE TOWNSEND PLAN; Is THAT PROFIT
HoNESTLY OBTAINED?

Beyond question there is a profit in the Townsend plan. Who
gets the profit? Does it go to Dr. Townsend or to those who are
paying their dimes, quarters, and dollars to support the plan?
Who will profit from the plan if it becomes a law, and what will
that profit be?

In the beginning the plan was an old-age pension plan—a pen-
sion to the aged, to those over 60. The plan is now a plan to
restore prosperity. The appeal in the was to justice
and to sympathy to relieve want and suffering. The object now
being to increase business, let us treat the proposition in a
businesslike way. Dr. Townsend testified at a hearing before a
congressional committee that his salary was but $50 per week;
that he received nothing else. Let us have the facts:

As long ago as May 18, 1935, the doctor signed and swore fo a
complaint in the district court of the United States for the district
of Colorado, in which, among other things, he said that the
membership of the clubs of the State of Colorado was approxi-
mately 200,000; “that each new member has herefofore paid, and
will Hereafter pay, the sum of 25 cents initiation fee; and that
each member has heretofore, and will hereafter, pay the sum of
10 cents per month as a voluntary contribution; and that said
contribution is now arly made by more than one-half of
the membership in the State of Colorado, and will hereafter con-
tinue to be so made; that said membership makes further addi-
tional contributions which average 1 cent per member per week,
and will so continue hereafter * * **

So, for initiation fees in Colorado alone the members have, up to
May 18, 1935, paid $50,000; that each member has heretofore, and
will hereafter, pay the sum of 10 cents per month as a voluntary
contribution, which means $20,000 per month from the State of
Colorado alone. And that is not all. There are, as the good
doctor says, other contributions.

If he is correct in his statement that his members the country
over number 21,000,000, if but one-quarter of them pay the 10-
cents-per-month dues, someone is getting $525,000 per month from
that source alone. And do not forget this is just the 10 cent
dues. There are many other sources of revenue; one, the Town-
send Weekly. There is also the Townsend Legion, with dues of
§1 a head per month.

A partial statement would look something like this:
21,000,000 members, dues 10 cents per month; if one-
half pay—let's make it one-quarter, or 5,000,000—

that gives us per month $500,000 or per year________ £6, 000, 000
Membership fees a year for the doctor—for easy figur-
ing let's lose a million, and say that one-half of a
20,000,000 membership pay 25 cents; another________ 2, 500, 000
The profit from newspaper weekly per year, $200,000
(one-half to Dr. Townsend) 100, 000
Total to Townsend organization, per year_______ 8, 600, 000

Here is a little total of $8,600,000, to say nothing about the dues
from the legionnaires, the profits from the sales of badges, pic-
tures, etc. Perhaps the doctor's motive is just pure, un-
adulterated charity, but with his plan incidentally goes an
income that would make some of these international bankers
and Wall Street bankers decidedly envious.

The foregoing is a very brief statement, but from it you can
get the big idea.

HOW DOES THE DOCTOR GET THE MONEY?—WHAT DOES HE TELL THE
PEOFLE TO MAKE THEM SHELL OUT?

Let me quote from the Townsend plan victory chart (based on
Townsend plan becoming the law of the land):

““THE MIRACLE OF 10 CENTS (IN ACTION FOR ANNUITANTS)

“Quota investment on monthly basis: Original investment 10
cents, Returns on investment (after first few months), $189.90.
Life returns on investment (after first few months), $200.

“Quota investment on yearly basis: Original investment, $1.20.
Returns on investment (after first year), $2,398.80. Life returns
on investment (after first year), $2,400.

““THE MIRACLE OF 10 CENTS (IN ACTION FOR NONANNUITANTS)

“A permanent well-paid job or position until 60, then $200
monthly, $2,400 yearly, for life.

“The formula: Congress will vote for the Townsend plan when
the Townsend Clubs control the vote in the 435 congressional dis-
tricts of the 48 States.”

Is it not that people reading this, belleving, as so many
of them do, that by investing 10 cents they will receive $199.90, and




1376 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

so on, as outlined in the plan, join the club, and pay their dues?
Is it not strange that even those under 60, promised a “permanent
well-paid job or position until 60”, should bite on a bait of this
kind? You who are paying your mem.bershlp fee, your monthly
dues, and besleging your Congressman to vote for this plan, think
a little, not only of what the doctor tells it will do for you but of
what it will do to people generally, and then take one thought as
to what the doctor and his organizers are getting out of it and
determine for yourselves whether they are working for the interests
of those contributing to the plan or for their own interests.

And what are you getting, or what will you get, for the money
which the local organizations and its members are contributing?
In this circular you were promised $200 a month if you were eligi-
ble to recelve the pension. Now you know from the admissions of
those who promised you this sum, made on the floor of Congress,
that they have no such plan in mind, that they have no such bill
pending in Congress. Why be longer deceived? Put your faith and
your trust in men that you know to be honest, in Representatives
who do not promise the impossible. Be no longer deceived by those
who, pretending to be working for your interests, are merely serving

their own.
It is time that investigation was made, and the real purpose of

thweorgmlmsmdthmrlmkotahmtymdncmtymmdto
those they are -deceiving. A

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE

Mr. MEAD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
proceed for one-half minute.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from New York?

There was no objection.

Mr. MEAD. Mr. Speaker, a few days ago I explained the
attitude of the Democratic Party in connection with labor
legislation. Shortly afterward my distinguished colleague
from Illinois, Mr. DrgsEN, made reply. Tonight, on the
Star Radio Forum, Senator O'MamoNEY will explain the
O'Mahoney-Mead bill. The title of his discourse will be,
“National Charters for National Commerce.” The bill is, in
my judgment, an answer in part, at least, to the present
economic problem. I hope you will listen to the Senator’s
address tonight.

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent to proceed for 3 minufes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Colorado?

There was no objection.

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, the plight of
deserving and needy people in this country who have kept
off relief thus far but now find themselves in distress, as de-
scribed by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BranToN] a few
minutes ago, finds a deep response in my heart. The ques-
tion I want to put to the gentleman and to the Members of
this House now is: What are you going to do about it?

Mr. BLANTON. We ought to take Mr. Hopkins by the
nape of the neck and throw him out of that building down
there. Let us look at this from Mr. Hopkins’ angle.

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Our Colorado delegation went
to see Mr. Hopkins a few days ago in behalf of 30,000 work-
ers in the State of Colorado who are getting no relief and
who cannot get work, although the public-works program
in that State has been expanded 25 percent beyond its origi-
nal objective, or from 31,000 fo 42,000. Mr. Hopkins said
to our committee:

We now have about 3,000,000 men and women at work in this
country under the W. P. A. program. Tomorrow morning I could
turn these 8,000,000 pecple out and put 8,000,000 more people in
their places.

The fact is, Mr. Speaker, that the $4,000,000,000 would
not put to work over one-third of the idle people in this
country. I said this to Mr. Hopkins:

What you were up against when we passed the $4,800,000,000 bill
was 10,000,000 idle people in this country. You started out with
an objective of putting 3,500,000 people to work. It was, therefore,
obvious from the start that you could not take care of more than
one-third of the idle people in this country. This is so In every
Member's district. You have not yet exhausted the registered un-
employed who were on relief November 1 when the W, P. A,
program started, but naturally every idle man in this country will
feel that he ought to be among the 3,600,000 who are put to
work, and you have not got the money.

Mr., Hopkins nodded in the affirmative.

Mr. RICH. If we would tax mass production a little bit,
these men from industry would be put back to work.
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Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Regardless of where the money
might come from, the point I want to make is that it is not
there now. The fact that W. P. A. now has employed in
Colorado about 42,000 men and women, while its original
objective under the W. P. A. allocation for that State was

only 31,000, does not mean that Colorado was given a 25-per- .

cent increase in its allocation. It simply means that in
order to relieve unemployment distress immediately 11,000
more were puf fo work, which will simply shorten the life
of the allocation. They will run out of money just that
much sooner. Something had to be done, and they did all
they could.

Administrator Hopkins made it clear in answer to the plea
of our delegation that if he expanded the employment pro-
gram in one State, he would be called upon to do it in every
State. He instanced the fact that the mayor of one great
city was asking for the employment of an additional hun-
dred thousand; that the mayor of another great city was
asking for a vast increase; and that he had scores of other
requests. I hope I am violating no confidence when I say
that Mr. Hopkins stated that if he merely maintained the
present employment figures the W. P. A. appropriation would

be exhausted by June 30, and that even to maintain it until .

June 30 the fund might have to be replenished from unex-
pended or defaulted sums in other appropriations. I even
fear that the sifuation may be worse than Mr. Hopkins
painted it. I got information from another inside source
that the works-progress appropriation would be exhausted
by April 1, and that they had contemplated reducing the
presént employment figures 400,000 in order fo insure that
the money would last until April 1. This action, it is true,
was not taken, but even its contemplation indicates the
straifs to which the administration is being reduced to main-
tain its work-relief program. We had just as well face the
plain fact that Mr. Hopkins is not putting these deserving,
needy people to work because he has not got the money.

I have a letter from a Works Progress regional director in
my State who has a district of nine counties. He says that
he has at work now about 9,400 men and women in the nine
counties, but that there are still 2,550 unemployed who were
on relief and registered as unemployed, and on top of this
2,000 deserving, needy people who have succeeded up to this
time in keeping off relief, but who are now as desperately in
need of relief and of work and as deserving of it as any
people in the State. I do not need fo come to Washington
to get this picture. I got it at home. I got it in my office
and out among the people every day until I was driven
almost to despair. That regional office has no money to em-
ploy these 4,500 people, the State director has no money to
employ them, and the Federal Administrator, as he himself
stated, could put 3,000,000 more people to work if he had the
money.

Mr. Speaker, I may say that I knew before the shift was
made from direct relief to work relief—I knew as far back
as the 1st of October and so represented to the administra-
tive heads at Washington—that there would be not less than
40,000 people in Colorado who would be outside of all forms
of relief this winter. I was too conservative; 100,000 would
come nearer the fact. As far back as the 1st of November
I stated in the papers in Colorado that there must be an-
other large relief appropriation passed by this session of
Congress. It ought to be passed, and it ought to be passed
now. I am advised that in the face of the opposition clamor
against public works and relief, the President does not want
to come to Congress at this time and ask for another appro-
priation to round out the present fiscal year, and that a
request may only be made later on for the next fiscal year.

Mr. Speaker, my attitude on this matter is reflected in a
letter I wrote a constituent this morning in answer to one
suggesting that it would be a good thing if Members of Con-
gress followed the suggestions in Al Smith’s speech to the
Liberty League. I told this constituent that, with as high
as one-fourth of all the people in my congressional district
dependent upon Federal aid for food, I could not find much
light in Al Smith’s suggestions to Congress, and that I had
much more immediate worries than Mr, Smith and the Lib-
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erty League. Mr, Hoover is a little more definite than Al
Smith. He made a speech at St. Louis recently, in which
he laid down a four-point program: First, stop public works;
second, do it now—so we still have only one point; third, cut
relief in two; fourth, study American history and the Con-
stitution.

Mr. Speaker, under permission to extend my remarks, I am
inserting a letter just received by me from W. P. A. workers
in a county in my district. I wish Al Smith or Mr. Hoover
had the answering of such letters as this every day. I would
be interested in reading their answers.

WarseEnsure, Coro., January 29, 1936.
To JoHN A. MARTIN,
Congressman of Colorado, Washington, D. C.:

We, the workers on Huerfano County W. P. A. projects, assem-
bled at a mass meeting in the Blue Glade Hall this 29th day of
January 1936, have adopted the following resolutions:

Whereas the W, P, A, workers are furnishing their own trans-
portation to and from the jobs, under the most miserable circum-
stances, and paying for medical service for themselves and their
families; and

Whereas the workers and thelr familles are going undernourished
and without sufficient clothing, thereby threatening and under-
mining their general health; and

Whereas the minimum wage of §44 per month for W. P. A. work-
ers has been tried and found out to be insufficient to adequately
supply the necessities of life for the workers and their families:
Therefore be it

Resolved, That we demand prevaillng union wages on all W, P. A,
projects, 30 hours week, with transportation to and from the
oub;:h and medical aid to the workers and their families; be it
1 er

Resolved, That we recommend that the W. P. A, administration
set up for all children a hot-lunch project in all of Huerfano
County schools; be it further

Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be sent to each of the
following officials: Harry L. Hopkins, Federal Works Progress Ad-
ministrator, Washington, D, C.; Senator Costigan, Colorado Sena-
tor, Washington, D. C.; John A. Martin, Colorado Congressman,
Washington, D. C.; Paul D. Shriver, Colorado Works Progress Ad-
ministrator, Denver, Colo.; Ed. C. Johnson, Governor of Colorado,
Denver, Colo., Charles Haines, Huerfano County Works Progress
Administrator, Walsenburg, Colo.

Presiding Chair;nau.
Presiding Secre’tary.

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. BURDICK. Mr. Speaker, on Friday of last week the
gentleman from Texas made a statement in his speech which
I think reflects on my integrity. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to proceed for 3 minutes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from North Dakota?

There was no objection.

Mr. BURDICK. When the Wheeler-Howard Act was be-
fore the Congress and under consideration in the Committee
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, you will recall
I submitted an amendment to limit the amount of money
given to the Indian Bureau for the purpose of carrying on
propaganda among the Indians for this new act.

I think I was entirely right when I sought to limit the
amount of $160,000 to $10,000; but the House took action, and
that is all there is to it. I had my say, but the House thought
otherwise.

Mr. Speaker, in a speech the following day the gentleman
from Texas [Mr. Maverick] stated:

BurnICK, on page 1280, entirely misdescribes the self-government
feature of the Indian Reorganization Act.

He made the statement that in referring to the act I said
that any committee of Indians organized under the new act
was always subject to the whim and the caprice of the De-
partment of the Interior. He took exception to that state-
ment and said that I misdescribed the act, and states this:

The committee or g body of the tribe, under its constitu-

governin,
tion, is elected by the tribe and is subject to removal by the tribe
alone.

I want to say that I did not misdescribe this act to the Mem-
bers of Congress. I sat for 5 months on a committee which

heard the complaints of the Indians; and if the Members of
the House will refer to the hearings that were held on H. R.
7781, they will find set out in that document the fact that on

the Klamath Indian Reservation the business committee did

not suit the Department of the Interior, and this committee
was removed. I say that the Department can remove any
committee organized under the new act.

Mr. MAVERICE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BURDICE. I yield to the gentleman from Texas.

Mr. MAVERICK. If anything I said the other day was
merely a difference of opinion, I may be wrong, and the gen-
tleman may be right. I would not cast any reflection on the
gentleman at all.

Mr. BURDICE. The thing I disliked was the statement
that I misdescribed that act to this body.

Mr, MAVERICK. I will change that to difference of
opinion, because I have a very high opinion for the gentle-
man’s intelligence, integrity, and ability. Also, I agree with
you prefty much on your ideas of the Federal Reserve
System; upon that I think the gentleman from North Dakota
is one of the greatest authorities in the United States. I
agree with the gentleman upon some matters of importance,
so this Indian business is a difference of opinion on what I
regard as a minor matter. The gentleman from North
Dakota serves his people well, and if necessary I will make
an apology 9 miles long. [Applause.]

Mr. BURDICE. Mr, Speaker, apparently this settles all
difficulties.

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr, Speaker, I received notice from the
Whip this morning to the effect that bills on the Private
Calendar would be called tomorrow. Does that mean that
an omnibus claim bill may be called up tomorrow?

The SPEAKER. Under the rule, an omnibus claim bill
may not be called up tomorrow.

Mr. COCHRAN. An omnibus claim bill can be called up
by unanimous consenft ftomorrow, if unanimous consent is
granted?

The SPEAKER. The House may by unanimous consent
agree to the consideration of such a bill, but under the rule
omnibus bills may not be considered unless unanimous
consent is given. Only individual bills on the Private Cal-
endar may be considered tomorrow.

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, I want to express the hope
that the Speaker will not recognize anyone requesting unani-
mous consent for the consideration of an omnibus claim bill
until the Members of the House have had 10 days’ notice in
advance. This thing of calling up such bills on 24 hours’
notice is not fair to the House. The bills provide for
appropriations and, as the gentleman from Colorado stated
the other day, the Congress, without any regard for the
condition of the Treasury, is continually passing bills calling
for large expenditures. Members should receive a week or
10 days’ notice so they can examine omnibus claims bills,

JUDICIARY COMMITTEE

Mr. DUFFY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent that the subcommittee of the Judiciary Committee
holding hearings with reference to amendments to the Clay-
ton Act, as well as the Judiciary Committee itself, may sit
during the session of the House tomorrow.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from New York?

There was no objection.

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE

Mr. CONNERY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
to address the House for 2 minutes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Massachusetts?

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to
ohject, and I shall not object to the request of the gentleman
from Massachusetts, may I say that a great many Members
are awaiting for bills on the Private Calendar to be called,
and I shall be forced to object to any further unanimous-
consent requests.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Massachusetts?

There was no objection.
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Mr. CONNERY. Mr. Speaker, I merely rise at this time
to take issue with my friend the gentleman from Texas [Mr.
BranTton] in reference to Mr. Hopkins and the relief- pro-
gram. At the conclusion of Mr. BranTon’s speech I called
Mr, Hopkins' office and talked to Mr. Aubrey Williams in
reference to the query propounded by the gentleman from
Texas [Mr. Branton] put to the House today in reference to
relief. There is no one in this House who would not be
perfectly willing to give that citizen to whom the gentleman
referred preference—I refer to the patriotic Americans who
have striven mightily to carry on without aid from the Gov-
ernment, and who finally found themselves penniless and at
the end of their rope—and the answer of Mr. Hopkins is
this: Does Mr. BLaNnToN want everyone who is on the relief
rolls taken off and put these other people on? ' Or, is Mr.
Branton willing, as I am, to appropriate the money to put
them all on?

Mr. BLANTON. I want all American citizens in distress to
be treated exactly alike, with no discrimination.

Mr. CONNERY. That is exactly what Mr. Hopkins wants
to do.

Mr. BLANTON. I do not want any halo or sacrosanct put
around the heads of those on the relief rolls and give them
Government work and say to every other worthy citizen in
the United States whose family is starving, “You cannot have
.public work, because you have not been on relief.” I

Mr. CONNERY. I understand the gentleman from Texas
perfectly.

Mr. BLANTON. I want American citizens in distress
treated exactly alike, with no discrimination.

Mr. CONNERY. Mr. Hopkins wants to treat them all
alike, but he cannot do so unless we give him the money.
It is up to my friend, the gentleman from Texas [Mr.
BranTon], to support an appropriation that will first take
care of those citizens o whom he referred, who have made
sacrifices and have come to the end of their rope, and also
to take care of that extra 100,000 that Mayor Laguardia is
calling for in New York, who have to go on relief, as well
as these other thousands that are referred to by the mayors
of Chicago and every other city in the.United States. Let
us take care of all of them. Is my friend the gentlemen
from Texas willing to appropriate the money to take care
of all of them? _

Mr. BLANTON. We appropriated $4,800,000,000 to fur-
nish work to all distressed Americans. That is a stupendous
sum of money. It was intended for the worthy unemployed.
Congress did not intend that discrimination should be shown.
We wanted all treated fairly, and justly, and exactly alike.
One distressed American is just the same as any other
distressed American. I want to see them all treated exactly
alike,

Mr. CONNERY. And I repeat to my friend from Texas,
that that is exactly what Mr. Hopkins wants.

Mr. BLANTON. It may be what Mr. Hopkins wants, but
he is doing just the reverse. He is giving all the work to
those who have been on relief, and is giving no work to any
man who through many sacrifices has kept off of relief,
although his family is now starving. We must change this
intolerable situation. It is indefensible.

[Here the gavel fell.]

PROCESSING TAXES

Mr. HOPE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the REcorp.

The SPEAKER. 1Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. HOPE. Mr. Speaker, under the leave to extend my
remarks in the Recorp, I include the following letter, which
I have today written Mr. Gustavus F. Swift, president of
Swift & Co., Chicago:

CoNGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES,
HoOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, D. C., January 30, 1936.
Mr. GusTavus F. SwrFr,

President, Swift & Co., Chicago, Ill. L ]
Dear Me. Swirr: It is my understanding that by virtue of the
decision of the United States Supreme Court in "the so-called
rice-millers case, impounded processing taxes in an amount
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gfprux]maﬁng $10,000,000 will be released to your company. In
ew of the fact that In paying these processing taxes you
merely acted as a collecting agency for the Government of the
United States, I am wondering what disposition your company
expects to make of this money.

_ I assume that your company does not contend that it pald any

portion of this tax or that it has any right or title to it at this
time. I am basing this assumption upon the repeated statements
which have been made by the packers of this country to the
effect that they had not and could not absorb processing taxes,
that they could not pass them on to the consumer and that the
only alternative was to take them out of the price paid the pro-
ducer. I assume that there is no question about this being the
position of the packers of the country and of your own company.
I specifically call your attention to the testimony of Mr. George
E. Putnam, economist for Swift & Co., who testified before the
House Committee on Agriculture on Saturday, December 17, 1932,
At that time the committee had under consideration what was
known as the Jones allotment bill, which imposed a processing tax
upon hogs. After discussing at considerable length the effect and
incidence of a pr tax on hogs, Mr. Putnam summarized
the packers' position as follows:

“I should like to take up just 30 seconds by way of résumé of
the principal points that I attempted to develop. I led you up
through some rather dismal channels by way of showing some
of the fundamental economic principles involved in the meat
business and in the whole question of the incidence of a tax.

“First, the packer's profit margin is not sufficlent to absorb a
tax of one-half cent a pound or a tax of 2 cents per pound or
a tax of 4 cents per pound.

“Second, the tax cannot be passed on to the consumer on the
form of high prices because, first, the pork is highly perishable
and must be moved at the market price, whether that price is
satisfactory or unsatisfactory, and second, because there are a
great many substitutes for pork, and if the packer attempted to
pass on a tax on hogs to the consumer in the form of higher
prices, the consumer would substitute not only other meats but
any number of kinds of food. Therefore the tax must be passed
on to the producer” (p. 232 of hearings).

In the course of the hearings on this bill Mr. Thomas E, Wil-
son, then president of Wilson & Co.; Mr. T. G. Lee, then presi-
dent of Armour & Co., and Mr. Oscar Mayer, a packer of Madison,
Wis., all testified to the same effect.

Mr, Mayer summed the matter up by saying:

“Under these conditions, any absorption of the tax by the pack-
ing industry is clearly impossible and there remains only the
final alternative of pushing the tax back upon the farmer in the
form of lower prices for livestock” (p. 283).

Mr. Lee sald: “I am here for the purpose of stating to you from
an experience of over 30 years in selling meat products that the
proposed tax cannot be passed on to the consumer, and, likewise,
that the processors cannot pay it” (p. 291).

Mr. Wilson said: “Now, as to the packer being able to pay this
tax, there is nothing out of which he would be able to pay it, in
his business. As I figure it, this would amount to approximately
$300,000,000, the tax as proposed, and the manufacturers cannot
take that out of their earnings. The has nothing out of
which it can come. Therefore, if it cannot be passed on to the
consumer and cannot be pald by the packer it must come out of
the producer, in my opinion” (p. 268).

On March 6, 1935, the House Committee on Agriculture con-
ducted hearings on the bill (H. R. 5585) to amend the Agri-
cultural Adjustment Act. At that time Mr. Putnam, again
representing your company, appeared, and for the purpose of
ascertaining whether the predictions of the packers and their

ntatives as to the incidence of the tax were being borne
out, I asked Mr, Putnam the following question:

“Mr. Putnam, is it your opinion that the farmer would today
receive $2.25 more for his hogs if the processing tax were not
in effect?”

Mr. Putnam replied:

“I say that if you will remove the p tax from hogs
the price of hogs would jump instantly $2.25 on the hundred, and
I am most sure of that, for this reason: The farmer that pro-
duces hogs receives not only the market price, the current price,
but if he is cooperating with the Government in the reduction
of production program he receives a benefit payment of some-
where in the neighborhood of 90 to 95 percent of the processing
tax. Now, do not rstand me; I do not say that the
processing tax reduces the amount the farmer receives per hog,
for on balance the processing tax is returned to him in the form
of benefit payments but the market price is less.”

Iﬁ ?ply to a further question along the same line, Mr. Putnam
replied:

“The market price is less by the amount of the processing
tax" (pp. 254-255).

It would appear that it was still the belief of the packers after
more than a year's experience with the processing tax that it
was being passed back to the farmer, Indeed, I have never
heard any other contention made by anyone representing the

industry. and I take it for granted that no such con-
tention is made now. Therefore, it would seem that the only
fair and equitable disposition of this, money would be for the
packers to return-it to the producers who had the amount of the
tax deducted from the sale price of their hogs.

While it might take some time and trouble to return these
taxes to the producers who have paid them, yet I assume that
the records of your company are sufficiently complete to enable
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you to make such refunds within a reasonable period of time.
In all falrness and good conscience this should be done as soon

as possible. :
This same inquiry, of course, might well be made of all of those
who engage in the packing industry. It is impossible, however,
for me to write all packers regarding the matter, so I am writing
to you because of the influential position and leadership of your
company in the industry. I am sure that whatever position you
follow in this regard will be persuasive as to other companies. I
shall be pleased to hear from you to the effect that it is the
purpose of Swift & Co. to restore to the hog producers of the
country the tax which the Federal Government has collected
from them through you.
Very sincerely yours,
Crirrorp R. HoPE.

THE CONSENT CALENDAR

The SPEAKER. This is Consent Calendar day, and the
Clerk will call the first bill on the calendar.

IRRIGATION CHANNEL mwxizzr;:nm LAKE AND LOST RIVER,

C -

The Clerk called the first bill on the calendar, H. R.
6773, to deepen the irrigation channel between Clear Lake
and Lost River, in the State of California, and for other
purposes.

Mr. COSTELLO. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that the bill be passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from California?

There was no objection.

COLONIAL MONUMENT IN THE STATE OF VIRGINIA

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 5772, to provide for
the addition or additions of certain lands to the Colonial
National Monument in the State of Virginia.

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
the bill be passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Virginia?

There was no objection.

THE HOMESTEAD NATIONAL MONUMENT OF AMERICA,

COUNTY, NEBR.

The Clerk called the next bill, S. 1307, to establish the
Homestead National Monument of America in Gage County,
Nebr.

Mr. LUCKEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that the bill be passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Nebraska?

There was no objection.

ENFORCEMENT OF THE TWENTY-FIRST AMENDMENT

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 8368, to enforce the
twenty-first amendment. [

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that the bill be passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from New York?

There was no objection.
SARATOGA NATIONAL HISTORICAL PARK IN THE STATE OF NEW

R YORK

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 89, to provide for the
creation of the Saratoga National Historical Park in the
State of New York, and for other purposes.

Mr. RICH and Mr. DIRKSEN objected.

AMENDMENT OF THE BANEKRUPTCY ACT

The Clerk called the next bill, S. 1425, to amend section 80
of chapter 9 of an act to amend the act entitled “An act to
establish a uniform system of bankruptcy throughout the
United States”, approved July 1, 1898,

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, if I recall correctly, a bill of
this character was passed 4 weeks ago today. It was objected
to by me when first called on the calendar, and later on I
consented that the bill be brought up and the measure was
then taken up and passed.

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Speaker, in the absence of the propo-
nent of the bill, I ask unanimous consent that it be passed
over without prejudice.

GAGE
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from New York?
There was no ohjectio_n.

LAW CLERKS TO UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT JUDGES

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 6376, to amend section
118 of the Judicial Code to provide for the appointment of
law clerks to United States district court judges.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consid-
eration of the bill?

There was no objection.

There being no objection, a similar Senate bill (S. 2643)
was reported for the House bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Judicial Code be, and it is hereby,
amended by the addition of the following section:

“Sec. 118b. Bach United States district court judge is hereby
authorized to appoint a law clerk when he deems the same to be
necessary, and the senior judge of the circuit court of appeals
having jurisdiction over the district where the clerk is needed shall
certify to the necessity of the appointment, but there shall not be
appointed more than 35 of such law clerks during the first fiscal
year of the enactment of this amendment. ' Thereafter such num-
ber in excess of 35 per year shall be limited by the necessity of each
case as hereinbefore provided. The salary of such appointed law
clerk shall be at a rate not in excess of $2,750 per annum; and the
appropriation of such amount as is or may be necessary to pay
the salaries and travel expenses of such law clerks. is hereby
authorized.”

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed, and a motion to reconsider was laid
on the table.

A House bill (H. R. 6376) was laid on the table.

WINNEBAGO TRIBE OF INDIANS

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 6740, to amend an act
approved December 17, 1928, entitled “An act conferring
jurisdiction upon the Court of Claims to hear, examine,
adjudicate, and enter judgment thereon in claims which the
Winnebago Tribe of Indians may have against the United
States, and for other purposes.”

Mr. STEFAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
the bill be passed over without prejudice.

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, this is an Indian claims bill,
and I put in the REcorp a few days ago a letter that shows
the House would not be justified in passing this bill, and I
therefore object. ]

Mr. BACON, Mr. TABER, and Mr. RICH also objected.

INSPECTION OF MOTOR VESSELS

The Clerk called the bill (8. 2001) to amend section 4426
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, as amended
by the act of Congress approved May 16, 1906.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
this bill go over without prejudice.

Mr. WOLCOTT. Reserving the right to object, I want to
ask the gentleman from Virginia a question. Page 2, line
16, implies that the act will include all towing vessels. As
I understand, that will include all vessels, regardless of
tonnage. ;

Mr. BLAND. That is true, and that is the reason I am
asking that the bill go over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Virginia?

There was no objection.

EXTENDING THE TRUST PERIOD ON LANDS RESERVED FOR THE PALA
BAND OF MISSION INDIANS, CALIFORNIA

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 8252) to reimpose and
extend the trust period on lands reserved for the Pala Band
of Mission Indians, California.

There being no objection, the bill S. 2877 was substituted
for the House bill.

The Clerk read the Senate bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the period of trust on lands patented
to the Pala Band of Mission Indians in California under authority
of the act of January 12, 1891 (26 Stat. 712), which trust ex-
pired January 5, 1935, is hereby reimposed and extended for a
period of 10 years from that date: Provided, That further exten-

sion of the period of trust may be made by the President, in his
discretion, as provided by the act of March 2, 1917 (39 Stat. 976).
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'The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the
third time and passed, and a motion to reconsider was laid
on the table.

A similar House bill was laid on the table.

COURTHOUSE BUILDING AT RUTLAND, VT,

The Clerk called the bill (S. 37) authorizing the Comp-
troller General of the United States to settle and adjust the
claims of subcontractors and materialmen for material and
labor furnished in the construction of the post office and
courthouse building at Rutland, Vt.

Mr. COSTELLO. Mr. Speaker, I ask that this bill go over
without prejudice.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

FORT FREDERICA NATIONAL MONUMENT

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 8431) to provide for the
establishment of the Fort Frederica National Monument at
St. Simon Island, Ga.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. DEEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
this bill go over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

APPOINTMENT OF POSTMASTERS

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 2793) to amend the pro-
visions of law relating to appointment of postmasters.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. WOLCOTT, Mr. TABER, and Mr. JENKINS of Ohio
objected.

TO CREATE AN INDIAN CLAIMS COMMISSION

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 7837) fo create an Indian
Claims Commission, to provide for the powers, dutirs, and
functions thereof, and for other purposes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr, TABER, Mr. COCHRAN, and Mr. BACON objected.

Mr. ENUTE HILL. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent that this bill go over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

PACKERS AND STOCKYARDS ACT, 1921

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 8851) to amend the Packers
and Stockyards Act, 1921,

The SPEAKER. This bill requires three objections. Is
there objection to the consideration of the bill?

Mr. O'CONNOR, Mr. DIRKSEN, Mr. BEAM, and Mr.
BACON objected.

CLAIMS RESPECTING POST-OFFICE BUILDING, HEMPSTEAD, N. Y.

The Clerk called the bill (8. 2647) authorizing the Comp-
troller General of the United States to settle and adjust claims
of subcontractors, materialmen, and laborers for material and
labor furnished in the construction of a post-office building
at Hempstead, N. Y.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr., COSTELLO. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that this bill be passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. MILLARD, Mr. Speaker, I object to that. I think this
bill ought to have proper consideration at some other time.
I object.

Mr. COSTELLO. Then I object to the present consideration
of the bill,

CLAIMS OF GRAIN ELEVATORS RESPECTING INSURANCE, ETC.

The Clerk called Senate Joint Resolution 72, authorizing
and directing the Comptroller General of the United States
to certify for payment certain claims of grain elevators and
grain firms to cover insurance and interest on wheat during
the years 1919 and 1920 as per a certain contract authorized
by the President.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, I object.

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, I object.

Mr. CLAIBORNE. Mr. Speaker, I object.
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STAY OF ALIENS IN UNITED STATES

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 7221) to authorize the
shortening or termination of the stay in the United States
of oqrta.ln aliens not admitted for permanent residence, to au-
thorize the deportation of certain aliens admitted for perma-
nent residence, and for other purposes.

‘The SPEAKER. Is there objection? This bill requires
three objectors.

Mr. MAVERICK, Mr. DIRKSEN, and Mr. JENKINS of
Ohio objected.

ALTEN WIVES OF AMERICAN CITIZENS

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 7975) to permit alien wives
of American citizens who were married prior to the approval
of the Immigration Act of 1924 to enter the United States.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. KING. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
the bill will be passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

COMMUTING OF ALIENS

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 4340) to restrict habitual
commuting of aliens from foreign contiguous territory to
engage in skilled or unskilled labor or employment in con-
tinental United States.

? u’I;here being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as
OllOWS:

Be it enacted, etc, That no alien or allens, foreigner or for-
eigners, or citizens of any foreign country, nation, or colony, or a
citizen of a possession of any foreign nation or country, the

_| boundaries of which touch the boundaries of the United States

of America or are contiguous thereto, shall be tted to habit-
ually cross said international boundary line for the purpose of
seeking employment, or engaging in any employment, vocation,
or trade, either as skilled or unskilled labor employment, in the
United States of America, to and from his or their residence or
residences which are outside of the borders of the said continental
United States.

Sec. 2. The words “alien”, “foreigner”, and “citizen of any
forelgn country, nation, or colony” shall be construed to mean any
person who has his residence in said foreign country, nation, or
possession or colony of a forelgn country.

Sec. 8. Aliens within the purview of sectlons 1 and 2 of this
act shall be held to be immigrants and shall be excluded from
the United States, or shall be deported from the United States
under the provisions of the immigration laws now in effect, unless
they are in possession of an unexpired immigration visa at each
separate application for admission or in possession of an unexpired
reentry permit for each separate application to return from for-
eign contiguous territory.

Sec. 4. The provisions of this act are in addition to the pro-
visions of the immigration laws now in force, and shall be en-
forced as a part of such laws, and all of the penal or other pro-
visions of such laws now applicable shall apply to and be en-
forced in connection with the provisions of this act.

With the following committee amendment:

Page 2, after line 24, insert a new section, as follows:

“Sec. 5. The provisions of this act shall not be applicable to any
person who is a bona fide employee of any common carrier oper-
ating between the United States and any foreign contiguous

The committee amendment was agreed to; and the bill as
amended was ordered to be engrossed andTead a third time,
was read the third time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

NATURALIZATION LAWS RESPECTING RESIDENCE REQUIREMENTS

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 4900) to amend the natu-
ralization laws in respect of residence requirements, and
for other purposes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. Mr, Speaker, the author of the
bill, Mr. Broom, requested that I ask unanimous consent that
the bill be passed over without prejudice, and I make that
request.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection,

ERIDGE ACROSS TENNESSEE RIVER, DECATUR, TENN.

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 8586) granting the consent
of Congress to the State of Tennessee and certain of its
political subdivisions to construct, maintain, and operate
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a toll bridge across the Tennessee River at or near a point
between Dayton and Decatur, Tenn.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. COSTELLO. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that the bill be passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

BOARD OF REGENTS

Mr. EELLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
vacate the proceedings by which Senate Joint Resolution
118, providing for the appointment of Mr. Morris, a mem-
ber of the Board of Regents was indefinitely postponed, and
reinstate the same on the calendar.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

AUTHORIZING CALIFORNIA TO BRING SUIT IN COURT OF CLAIMS ON
BEHALF OF INDIANS

The Clerk called the bill, H. R. 5167, to amend an act en-
titled “An Act authorizing the attorney general of the State
of California to bring suit in the Court of Claims on behalf
of the Indians of California”, approved May 18, 1928 (45
Stat. L. 602), by amending certain portions of sections 3 and
6 thereof.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. COCHRAN, Mr. BACON, Mr. WOLCOTT, and Mr.

TABER objected.
FUNDS ALLOCABLE TO PUERTO RICO FOR EMERGENCY RELIEF

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 8621, to provide that
funds allocated to Puerto Rico under the Emergency Relief
Appropriation Act of 1935 may be expended for permanent
rehabilitation, and for other purposes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present con-
sideration of the bill? This bill requires three objections.

Mr. TABER, Mr. WIGGLESWORTH, Mr. THOMPSON,
and Mr. MERRITT of Connecticut objected.

DEPOSIT AND INVESTMENT OF INDIAN FUNDS

The Clerk called the next bhill, H. R. 8588, to authorize
the deposit and investment of Indian funds.

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as
follows:

A bill to authorize the deposit and investment of Indian funds
Be it enacted, ete, That the of the Interior be, and
he is hereby, authorized in his discretion, and under such rules
and regulations as he may prescribe, to withdraw from the
United States Treasury and to deposit in banks to be selected by
him the common or community funds of any Indian tribe which
are, or may hereafter be, held in trust by the United States, and
on which the United States is not obligated by law to pay interest
at.higher rates than can be procured from the banks. The sald
Secretary is also authorized, under such rules and regulations

as he may prescribe, to deposit in banks to be selected by him
the funds held in trust by the United States for the benefit of
individual Indians: Provided, That no individual Indian money
shall be deposited in any bank until the bank shall have agreed
to pay interest thereon at a reasonable rate, except that the pay-
ment of interest may be waived in the discretion of the Secre-
tary of the Interior on active checking accounts: Provided further,
That no tribal or individual Indian money shall be deposited in
any bank until the bank shall have furnished an acceptable bond
or pledged collateral security therefor in the form of any public-
debt obligations of the United States and any bonds, notes, or
other obligations which are unconditionally guaranteed as to both
interest and principal by the United States, except that no such
bond or collateral shall be required to be furnished by any such
bank which is entitled to the benefits of section 12B of
Federal Reserve Act, with respect to any deposits of such tribal
or individual funds to the extent that such deposits are insured
under such section: Provided, however, That nothing contained
in this act, or in section 12B of the Federal Reserve Act, shall
operate to deprive any Indian having unrestricted funds on
deposit in any such bank of the full protection afforded by section
12B of said Federal Reserve Act, irrespective of any interest such
Indian may have in any restricted Indian funds on deposit in
the same bank to the credit of a disbursing agent of the United
States. For the purposes of said acts, said unrestricted funds
shall constitute a separate and distinct basis for an insurance
claim: Provided , That the Secretary of the Interior, if he
deems it advisable and for the besi interest of the Indians, may
invest the trust funds of any tribe or Individual Indian in any
public-debt obligations of the United States and In any bonds,
notes, or other obligations which are unconditionally guaranteed
as to both interest and principal by the United States: And pro-
vided further, That the foregoing shall apply to the funds of t.he
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Osage Tribe of Indians, and the individual members thereof, only
with respect to the deposit of such funds in banks.

Sec. 2. Section 28 of the act of May 25, 1918, entitled “An act
making appropriations for the current and contingent expenses
of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, for fulfilling treaty stipulations
with various Indian tribes, and for other purposes, for the fiscal
year ending June 30, 1919", and all other acts or parts of acts
inconsistent herewith are hereby repealed.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third
time, was read the third fime, and passed, and a motion to
reconsider was laid on the table.

WHALING TREATY

Mr. McCREYNOLDS., Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the bill (S. 3413) to give effect to the convention
between the United States and certain other countries for
the regulation of whaling, concluded at Geneva, September
24, 1931, signed on the part of the United States, March 31,
1932, and for other purposes, be rereferred to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs, The bill was referred to the
Committee on the Judiciary. I have discussed it with the
chairman of that committee, and it is satisfactory to him
that it be rereferred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Tennessee?

There was no objection.

CoNsSENT CALENDAR
PERIOD OF RESTRICTION IN LANDS OF THE FIVE CIVILIZED TRIBES

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 8787, to amend sec-
tion 3 of the act approved May 10, 1928, entitled “An act to
extend the period of restriction in lands of certain members
of the Five Civilized Tribes, and for other purposes”, as
amended February 14, 1931.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consid-
eration of the bill?

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that this bill be passed over without prejudice to enable the
committee to comply with the Ramseyer rule. !

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Michigan?

There was no objection.

SKILLED SHORTHAND REPORTERS IN THE EXECUTIVE BRANCH OF
THE GOVERNMENT

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 4886, providing for
the employment of skilled shorthand reporters in the ex-
ecutive branch of the Government,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present con-
sideration of the bill?

Mr. EAGLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
this bill be passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

BOARD OF SHORTHAND REPORTING

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 4887, to create a board
of shorthand reporting, and for other purposes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present con-
sideration of the bill?

Mr. TABER. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker,
this would create another board, would it not?

Mr. EAGLE. Which costs the Government not one penny.

Mr. TABER. Would the gentleman explain how that
could be possible?

Mr. EAGLE. Gladly, because it provides that out of a fee
of $25 each, to be paid by the applicants for a certificate
as a certified shorthand reporter, all salaries and expenses
shall be paid, and the bill expressly so states.

Mr. TABER. Unless this board passes on the qualifica-
tion of someone, they cannot be employed as a shorthand
reporter in the District?

Mr. EAGLE. That would not be true.

Mr. TABER. It would not?

Mr. EAGLE. No.

Mr. TABER. I think I will ask that this bill be passed
over without prejudice.

Mr. EAGLE. I wonder if the gentleman would be patient
and allow me to make a brief explanation of it, because I
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. am satisfied if he understands it as I do, he will not be dis-
posed to object.

Mr. TABER. I am willing to reserve the objection.

Mr. EAGLE. At the request of the National Shorthand
Reporters Association and State shorthand reporters’ asso-
ciations of many States, at the request of several of the
departments of the Government, including the Interstate
Commerce Commission, I have introduced this bill. A
similar bill, S. 1453, was introduced in the Senate, unani-
mously reported favorably by the Senate committee, and
passed unanimously by the Senate, and has been referred
to the Committee on the Judiciary of the House, and that
committee has considered it and, in turn, made its favorable
report. :

The State of Jowa and the State of New York led off in
the matter of securing accurate stenographic transcripts of
public business. Many other States have, also, but those
two, notably, have taken the lead.

I wish to say to the gentleman from New York [Mr. TABER]
and other Members that at present, under the statute and
under the rule prevailing, under the statute and under the
custom prevailing, stenographers to make stenographic re-
ports for great bureaus, like the Interstate Commerce Com-
mission and other independent agencies of the Government,
are obtained by competitive bidding. Contractors come and

bid so much to do the work for 6 months or 12 months. You |

‘do not get a lawyer upon the basis of competitive bidding;
.if you did, you would lose every case. You do not get a
doctor upon the basis of competitive bidding; if you did, you
would likely go to your grave. Yet in matters affecting mil-
lions or even hundreds of millions of dollars in the Interstate
Commerce Commission and other great independent agencies
of the Government, and in matters affecting the rights and
liberties of the citizens, bids are let to contractors at whole-
sale, who take them so low they cannot get the best steno-
graphic service in the country, but get men who cannot
compete with the successful and competent shorthand re-
porters of the country, and they often make reports upon
which lawyers and litigants, rich and poor alike, cannot rely.
The contractors make up the deficit, if at all, by the sale of
extra certified copies of these imperfect records. This bill
provides that three persons who have lived in the United
.States 5 years and have been public stenographers for 5
years shall be appointed by the President as a board of
shorthand reporting, to be confirmed by the Senate. There-
after the term shall be 3 years for such persons; that their
compensation, and their only compensation, shall be a fee
of $25 for each applicant to get a certificate. Nowhere does
it say that the Government boards, bureaus, or departments
are limited to these holding certificates, but the implied
understanding is that they will employ such as have been
examined, qualified, and certified, in order to have good
services,

Mr. KNUTSON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. EAGLE. I yield.

- Mr. KNUTSON. Does the gentleman think the appli-
cation fee a little high?

Mr. EAGLE. I do not, because if the applicant shall fail
to pass, he could, within 2 years, without the payment of
an additional fee, when better qualified come and be exam-
ined again.

At stated periods and times this board of three, paying
their traveling expenses and their own compensation out
of such $25 items from all over the country, go to different
parts of the United States where it would be convenient for
applicants to be examined. I think, therefore, the fee is
not too high.

Mr. ENUTSON. Is there not danger of favoritism in an
arrangement of this kind?

Mr. EAGLE. I do not think so.

Mr. ZIONCHECE. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular
order at this time.

Mr. RICH. Could not the Civil Service hold these
examinations? :

Mr. EAGLE. No; not under the present civil-service
‘statute, :
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Mr. RICH. Would it not be more satisfactory for the
Civil Service Commission to do this?

Mr. EAGLE. The Civil Service Commission law would
have to be amended before it could so make by examination
an eligible list of stenographers for such purposes.

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
the bill be passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from New York?

There was no objection.

CLASSIFICATION OF POSTMASTERS

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 3251, extending the
classified civil service to include postmasters of the first,
second, and third classes, and for other purposes.

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob-
ject, when this bill was called 2 weeks ago I believe I made
the statement to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Mean]
that I would favor a bill placing first-, second-, and third-
class postmasters under civil service. I thought at that
time this bill might be the answer to my prayer, but I find
in studying the bill that it merely creates the machinery by
which all existing postmasters may be blanketed into the
civil service upon reappointment. For this reason and be-
cause of the highly political nature of the bill, I am forced
to object.

- Mr. RAMSPECK. Will not the gentleman from Michigan
withhold his objection to permit me to ask a question?

Mr. WOLCOTT. I withhold my objection, Mr. Speaker, to
permit the gentleman to make a statement.

Mr. RAMSPECK. I would like to ask the gentleman from
Michigan what the other method is? This simply applies
the present civil-service law to postmasters.

Mr. WOLCOTT. I will answer the gentleman in this man-
ner: I have in mind introducing a bill which I believe will
take care of this situation and be fair to both sides of the
aisle, because, after all, this is a political issue and nothing
else.

I would provide, I believe, for the immediate elimination of
first-, second-, and third-class postmasters; I would provide
that these offices be immediately filled by competitive civil-
service examinations; and to give inducement for promotion
from the ranks of the postal employees I would provide in
this bill that experience should rate, we will say, 60 percent,
in order that there may be a career for some of these men
who are actually doing the work at the present time without
the honor of being called postmaster. We all know that in
first-class offices in particular the assistant postmaster or
the superintendent of mails does the actual technical work
of the office and that the postmaster becomes merely a figure-
head.

Now, there is no reason why this assistant postmaster,
who quite often is a civil-service employee, or the superin-
tendent of mails, should not have the title, already having
the responsibility of doing the work; and I believe, as I
have been thinking it over since the last call of the calen-
dar, that this would be the only equitable way in which
the situation could be handled. This would be fair to all
the existing postmasters and fair to both sides of this
aisle.

Mr. MEAD. Mr, Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. WOLCOTT. I yield.

Mr. MEAD. If it is impossible for us to have this legisla-
tion enacted I shall be very glad to join with the distin-
guished gentleman from Michigan in adveoecating his plan.
I want to compliment him on having a plan that approaches
the solution of this question. It has, however, been the
custom of the Civil Service Commission, gained from the
experience in handling problems of this kind, to cover the
employees affected as is done in this bill.

This bill contains their recommendations. A postmaster
who is physically unfit, over age, or otherwise disqualified,
would not be covered by civil service because they have to
take a qualifying examination. I would like to see this bill
advanced, because it is the recommendation- of the bipar-
tisan Civil Service Commission, and it advances the cause
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of goodadnﬂnistratlonandimpromthepermnnelofthis
service.

Mr. WOLCOTT. I think the gentleman from New York
and myself are in accord on what we want to accomplish,
but the gentleman realizes that this bill would give a life-
time job to every first-, second- or third-class postmaster
reappointed.

Mr. MEAD. Only after he could pass the qualifying test
provided by the Commission.

Mr. WOLCOTT. No. As I understand the bill, if this
administration goes over into a second term, then upon the
reappointment of the present postmaster he immediately
obtains a civil-service status.

In other words, it is possible for all existing postmasters
to be blanketed into the civil service upon reappointment.

The regular order was demanded.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection fo the
present consideration of the bill?

Mr. TABER, Mr. WOLCOTT, and Mr. RANSLEY objected.

RETIREMENT OF GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES

.. The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 3044, to amend the
act of May. 29, 1930 (46 Stat. 349), for the retirement of
employees in the classified civil service and in certain posi-
tions in the legislative branch of the Government, to include
all other employees in the legislative branch.

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as
follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the act of May 29, 1930 (46 Stat. 349)
for the retirement of employees in the classified civil service and
in certain positions in the legtalx.t.lve branch of the Government,
is hereby amended to include all other employees in the legis-
lative branch.

Sec. 2. The provisions of such act of May 29, 1930, shall not
be applicable to any employee in the legislative branch who is
brought within its scope by section 1 of this act until such
employee gives notice in writing to the Secretary of the Senate
or the Clerk of the House of Representatives, as the case may
that he or she desires to come under the provisions of such act
May 29, 1930. Such notice must be given, in the
such employee in the service on the effective date
within 6 months from such effective date, and in the case of any
such employee entering the service after the effective
act, within 6 months from the date of such en

Bnc.s.'rhepmvlalonsofsecﬁun:lol’mh
and of section 204 of the Economy Act of
any Executive orders pursuant thereto, relating
separation, shall not apply to any employee in the legislative
bmnch to whom the provisions of such act are extended by this

Bsc 4. The term “employee in the legislative branch” where
used in this act shall also include (a) officers elected by the
Senate or House of Representatives who are not members of either
body, (b) the legislative counsel of the Senate and the legisla-
tive counsel of the House and the employees in their respective
offices, (c) the Capitol Police force, and (d) the employees of the
Joint Committee on Printing and the Joint Committee on Internal
Revenue Taxation, and

BSec. 5. This act shall take effect on October 1, 1935.

With the following committee amendments:

On page 2, line 23, strike out the word “and.”

On page 2, line 25, after the word “and”, insert “(e) clerks to
Members of the Senate, clerks to Members of the House of Rep-
resentatives, clerks and employees to the several committees of
the House and Senate, and all other employees.

“Sec. 5. In computing annuitable service, all employment prior
to July 1, 1919, as clerk to a Representative, Delegate, or Resident
Commissioner in his representative capacity shall be recognized as
employment in the legislative branch if and when such employ-
ment can be shown by records or secondary evidence, and in the
case of applications heretofore awarded or denied such cases shall
be immediately reopened and readjudicated on the above basis
from the date of separation, this provision to become effective
from date of the approval of this act.”

Page 3, line 14, strike out “5” and insert “6.”

The committee amendments were agreed to.

Mr. RAMSPECK. Mr. Speaker, I offer an amendment,
which I send to the desk.

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Ramsreck: On page 3, line 15, strike
out “1935” and insert in lleu thereof “1936."

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third

time, was read the third time, and passed, and a motion to
reconsider laid on the table.
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AMENDMENT TO CIVIL SERVICE ACT

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 5051, to amend the
Civil Service Act approved January 16, 1883 (22 Stat. 403),
and for other purposes.

The SPEAEKER pro tempore. Is t.bere objection to the
present consideration of the bill?

Mr. COCHRAN, Mr. CLAIBORNE, and Mr. MORITZ
objected.
CONSTRUCTION OF BUILDINGS FOR POST-OFFICE STATIONS, ETC.

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 4672, to provide for
the purchase of construction of buildings for post-office sta-
tions, branches, and garages, and for other purposes.

Mr. COSTELLO. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that this bill be passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from California?

There was no objection.

TOLL BRIDGE ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER AT OR NEAR ARROW ROCK, MO.

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 8644, granting the
consent of Congress to J. L. Jones, Tyre W. Burton, and
H. R. Turley, trustees, to construct, mainfain, and operate
a toll bridge across the Missouri River at or near Arrow
Rock, Mo.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the
present consideration of the bill?

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, I want to be consistent with
reference to these toll-bridge bills. This is in my own State.
I object.

Mr. ZIONCHECK and Mr. COSTELLO also objected.

ISLAND OF PUERTO RICO

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 1392, to extend the
provisions of certain laws to the island of Puerto Rico.

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as fol-
lows:

Be it enacted, etc., That beginning with the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1936, the island of Puerto Rico shall be entitled to share
in appropriations now or which may hereafter become available
for apportionment under the act entitled “An act to provide that
the United States shall aid the States in the construction of rural
post roads, and for other purposes”, approved July 11, 1916, known
as the “Federal Highway Act”, and any act amendatory thereof or
supplementary thereto, upon the same terms and conditions as
any of the several States, and the island of Puerto Rico shall be
included in the calculations to determine the basis of apportion-
ment of such funds.

With the following committee amendments:

On page 1, line 3, strike out “1936” and insert “1938."

Page 1, line 9, strike out the words “known as the Federal High=
way Act.”

The committee amendments were agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third
time, was read the third time, a.ndpassed,andamot.ionto
reconsider was laid on the table.

COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE

Mr. KLEBERG. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that the Committee on Agriculfure may be permitted to sit
during the session of the House today.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the
request of the gentleman from Texas?

There was no objection.

CoNSENT CALENDAR
TOLL BRIDGE ACROSS THE OHIO RIVER AT LOUISVILLE, KY.

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 8661, supplementing
the act of Congress approved February 25, 1928, entitled
“An act authorizing the city of Louisville, Ky., to construct,
maintain, and operate a toll bridge across the Ohio River af
or near said city.”

Mr. ZIONCHECK. Mr. Speaker, I understand this bill
was included in an omnibus bill the last time and is already
I ask unanimous consent that the bill may be
stricken from the calendar.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the
request of the gentleman from Washington?

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, in the absence of a.m;
member of the committee who can speak for the committee,
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I think the bill should keep its place on the calendar until
a member of the committee makes the request.

Mr, ZIONCHECK. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the request.

Mr. COSTELLO. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that the bill be passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the
request of the gentleman from California?

There was no objection.

USE OF NET WEIGHTS IN INTERSTATE AND
TRANSACTIONS IN COTION

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 8631, to provide for
the use of net weights in interstate and foreign commerce
transactions in cotton, to provide for the standardization
of bale covering for cotton, and for other purposes.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the
present consideration of the bill?

Mr. McCORMACK, Mr. CLAIBORNE, Mr. COCHRAN, Mr.
MERRITT of New York, Mr. DELANEY, Mr. GRANFIELD,
Mr. BACON, Mr, TABER, and Mr. WIGGLESWORTH ob-
jected.

FOREIGN COMMERCE

MALHEUR NATIONAL FOREST

The Clerk called the next bill, S. 464, to add certain lands
to the Malheur National Forest in the State of Oregon.
Mr. PIERCE, Mrs. O'DAY, and Mr. RICH objected.

GENERAL MARQUIS DE LAFAYETTE

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 4989, for erection of
monument to General Marquis de Lafayette.

Mr. WOLCOTT, Mr. DIRKSEN, Mr. TABER, and Mr.
RICH objected.

COMPACT BETWEEN WASHINGTON, OREGON, AND IDAHO WITH
REGARD TO JURISDICTION OVER BOUNDARY WATERS

The Clerk called Senate Joint Resolution 23, giving consent
of the Congress of the United States to the States of Wash-
ington, Oregon, and Idaho, or any two of said States, to agree
upon the jurisdiction to be exercised by said States over
boundary waters between any two or more of said States.

Mr, MOTT. Mr. Speaker, I object.

Mr. CLARK of Idaho. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman
withhold his objection a moment?

Mr., MOTT. Yes; I withhold it.

Mr. CLARK of Idaho. May I inquire the purpose of the
gentleman’s objection?

Mr. MOTT. I understand the purpose of this bill is to
allow certain interested parties in Oregon and Washington
to go into the courts again for the purpose of redetermining
the ownership of Sand Island, at the mouth of the Columbia
River, which has already been determined and passed upon
by the Supreme Court. The people at the mouth of the
Columbia River object at this time to opening this matter
‘again. I have recently received some letters from people
living at the mouth of the Columbia, engaged in the fishing
industry, and this is the objection they raise to it.

Mr, ZIONCHECK. Will not the gentleman let the bill be
passed over without prejudice?

Mr. CLARK of Idaho. We might as well have it
mined now.

Mr. MOTT. I have no objection if you would rather
have the bill go over without prejudice.

My, ZIONCHECK. Regular order, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. MOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
this bill may go over without prejudice and withdraw my
objection.

Mr. ZIONCHECK. Mr. Speaker, I object to that.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the
present consideration of the bill?

Mr. MOTT. I object, Mr. Speaker.

FRAUDS AGAINST THE UNITED STATES

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 4451, to amend sec-
tion 1044 of the Revised Statutes to provide a 10-year period
of limitations on prosecutions for offenses involving frauds
‘against the United States.

Mr. ZIONCHECK. I object, Mr. Speaker,

deter-
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ROSALIE PIAR SPRECHER (NEE ROSA SPRECHER)

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 7574, to amend an
act entitled “An act relative to naturalization and citizen-
ship of married women”, approved September 22, 1922.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair may state that
there is a similar Senate bill on the table.

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. Mr. Speaker I reserve the right to
object and yield to the gentleman from Tennessee, if I may
do so without losing control of the floor.

Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I am simply
asking the gentleman to withhold his objection pending an
explanation.

I appreciate the vigorous opposition of the gentleman from
Ohio [Mr. JEnkins] to any legislation that may impair our
immigration policy, but this is an individual case which will
in no sense affect our policy. I am just as strongly in favor
of restricted immigration as the gentleman from Ohio, as
my record as 8 member of the Immigration Committee will
show; but this is a very worthy case, applying to a young
lady who, when 16 years of age, came to the United States
and was denied admission because of lack of quota and was
sent back. She came over with her father and mother,
her father at that time having an application for naturali-
zation pending. Later on she came back under false colors,
and while over here married the son of a reputable physi-
cian in Chicago. Then, on the advice of the immigration
authorities in Chicago, she returned to Rumania with a
tacit understanding there would be no objection to her com-
ing back in the regular way. She is now denied the right
to come back and is separated from her husband. This is
an isolated case and was heard on its merits by the com-
mittee. I think, as a matter of justice, this bill ought to
pass, and we ought to allow this woman to reenter the
United States and be reunited with her husband. I think
it would be a simple act of mercy to do this.

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I further reserve
the right to object and would like to make the statement, if
I may, that I think this is a very important bill. The prin-
ciple involved is far more important than the inconvenience
that may result to any one individual.

The immigration law is different from any other law with
which we have to deal. For instance, most of our laws deal
with American citizens. An American citizen has rights
under our law. He has recognizable rights, but an alien or
a foreigner who has not yet arrived in our country has no
such rights under our law. He must be here before he has
any standing under our law. Then when we speak of the
“rights of these people being invaded” we are taking an
untenable position.

With this basic principle in mind I want you to bear with
me a moment, because I wish you to know that this is not a
personal objection on my part at all. I have great regard for
the author of this bill, Mr. Caurcr, but there is a principle
involved that we all might stop to consider. There are
a great many of you who for years have been opposed to
letting down the bars. Here is a big bar that you are going
to let down if you allow this bill to go through. You are
going to let the bar down and there will be absolutely no
way for you to put this bar back up, because they will climb
upon it and say, “This is a personal bill and only applies
to one individual.” Some of you were here in Congress when
we threshed out the first individual bill of this kind. We
had it up here for days and days, at different times, and
here is what happened with respect to that bill. Many of
you will recall that the bill involved a case that had been
taken up in the courts of the United States. The individual
concerned was a very wealthy man from New England, a
boy in the American Army. He wanted to marry a girl in
Germany. He applied for information and advice from the
proper consular officer for the United States in Germany
and was told that the girl’s criminal record was such he
could not bring her info this country at all. What did he
do? He said, “I will bring her in anyhow.” He then comes
back to the United States and gets in touch with his rich
relatives scattered all over the United States, and what did
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he do? He married her anyhow, and then what was his
next step? He comes down here and goes into the courts
of the United States and brings a mandamus proceeding
against one of our highest Cabinet officers, the Secretary of
State. In other words, an individual clear across the ocean
was trying to get jurisdiction in our courts to mandamus
the Secretary of State to permit the entrance of this woman
into the United States. What did the courts do? The case
went to the Supreme Court of the United States, and the
Supreme Court of the United States stood upon its dignity
and said, “No; this individual has no recognizable rights
under our law”, and held accordingly. He then commenced
a long fight to have a special bill passed permitting the en-
trance of this girl, with a criminal record, whom he had
married in defiance of the Government, and to the ever-
lasting discredit of Congress the bill was passed. Within the
last year or two this bill was repealed as a useless part of
the immigration laws,

If this bill passes, it will be the beginning of a new
method of handling these immigration matters. I do not
recall of but one case of this kind within my time here,
and that is the case that I have already mentioned. This
bill if passed will allow 8 woman to enter who came in
illegally, One who had attempted to come to the United
States as the daughter of a man who consented to play
this part of practicing a deception on the Government
officers.

But, as I have stated, I am not so much interested in
this individual case as I am in the new principle that we
are adopting. Just as sure as you commence letting persons
into the United States of America by special bill you are
tearing down the immigration bars and permitting a flood
of new immigrants of all classes. Already nearly 30
special bills have been introduced expecting that if this bill
is passed they shall enter. And why not?

I wish you to consider this fact. No committee of this
House has ever assumed to vote out special bills to people
who are not in the country, and who have no rights in our
courts or in our country. The Pension Committee votes out
special bills to persons who have a claim on the Government.
The Committee on Claims voles special bills in cases where
the individual has had a right to a claim against the Gov-
ernment and has lost it by reason of the running of the
statute of limitation or some other good reason. These are
the two committees out of which most of our special bills
come., I repeat that the House should pause to appreciate
just how important this step is. I should like this bill to be
passed over to some later date until the Members have
thoroughly familiarized themselves with the importance of
the principle involved.

Mr, DICKSTEIN. I call for the regular order, Mr, Speaker.

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I object.

PERSONAL INJURY AND DEATH CASES ARISING IN FOREIGN COUNTRIES

The Clerk called the bill (S. 2891) to provide for the adjust-
ment and settlement of personal injury and death cases
arising in cerfain foreign countries.

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That when any act of omission of any officer,
employee. or agent of the Government of the United States, includ-
ing all officers, enlisted men, and employees of the Army, Navy, and
Marine Corps, results in the personal injury or death of any person,
not an American national, in any foreign counfry in which the
United States exercises privileges of extraterritoriality, the Secre-
tary of State may consider, adjust, and determine any claim, arising
after the passage of this act, for the damage occasioned by such
injury or death in an amount not in excess of $1,500, United States
currency, in any one case, and such amount nsmybefoundtobe
due to any claimant shall be certified to Congress as a legal claim
for payment out of appropriations that may be made by Congress
therefor, together with a brief statement of the character of each
claim, the amount claimed, and the amount allowed: Provided,
That this authorization shall not apply to cases of persons in the
employ of the United States: Provided further, That no claim shall
be considered under this act by the Becretary of State unless pre-
sented to him within 1 year from the date of the accrual of sai
claim: And provided further, That acceptance by any claimant
the amount determined under the provisions of this act shall
deemed to be in full settlement of such claim against the Govern-
ment of the United States.

g_a
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The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed, and a motion to reconsider was laid
on the table.

ONONDAGA CREEK

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 8797) to provide prelimi-
nary examination of Onondaga Creek, in Onondaga County,
State of New York, with a view to the control of its floods.

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to cause a preliminary examina-
tion to be made of Onondaga Creek, in Onondaga County, State
of New York, with a view to the control of its floods, in accordance
with the provisions of section 8 of an act entitled “An act to pro-
vide for the control of floods of the Mississippi River and of the
Sacramento River, Calif., and for other purposes”, approved March
1, 1917, the cost thereof to be paid from appropriations heretofore
or hereafter made for examinations, surveys, and contingencies of
rivers and harbors.

The bill was ordered fo be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

EXTENDING THE TIME FOR FILING ADVERSE CLAIMS IN SUITS
AGAINST MINERAL ENTRIES, ALASEA

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 8700) to amend an act
entitled “An act extending the time in which to file adverse
claims and institute adverse suits against mineral entries
in the District of Alaska”, approved June 7, 1910 (36 Stat.
459; U. 8, C., title 48, sec. 386).

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, I ask that this bill go over
without prejudice.

Mr. DIMOND. Will the gentleman withhold that? This
does not cost anybody a cent. I cannot conceive of any
objection to it that anybody can have.

Mr. TABER. It cannot be in the interest of expedition
because it extends the time.

Mr, DIMOND. No; it does not. It shortens the time. If
the gentleman will look at the statement at the end of the
report, he will see that the period is now 8 months, and this
is shortened to 60 days. I wanted to cut out the 60 days, but
the Department said that cutting it from 8 months to 60 days
would be reasonable and fair.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of
the bill?

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the act of Congress entitled “An act ex-
tending the time in which to file adverse claims and institute ad-
verse suits against mineral entries in the District of Alaska”, ap-
proved June 7, 1910 (36 Stat. 459; U. S. C., title 48, sec. 386),
hereby amended to read as follows:

“That in the District of Alaska adverse claims authorized and pro-
vided for in sections 2325 and 2326, United States Revised Statutes,
may be filed at any time during the 60 days' period of publication,
and the adverse suits authorized and provided for in section 2326,
United States Revised Statutes, may be instituted at any time within
60 days after the filing of said claims in the local land office.”

With the following commitiee amendment:

On page 2, Ilnez after the word “publication”, insert “or within
60 days

The com.m.lttee amendment was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

STATE OF NEW MEXICO

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 6538) for the relief of the
State of New Mexico.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. RICH. Reserving the right to object, I would like to
have the gentleman explain what this bill does for New
Mexico.

Mr. DEMPSEY. Mr. Speaker, in 1930 there were certain
losses caused by floods in Socorro County, N. Mex. The
War Department through the National Guard loaned cer-
tain equipment and in making returns there was a loss of
some $4,600 worth of materials. The War Department in-
vestigated the matter and the then Secretary War, Mr.
Hurley, recommended that the State of New Mexico pay a
certain amount, I think $1,600 or $1,800, and that $2,900 be
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unasked of them, and that the State be relieved of the pay-
ment of that amount by the passage of this legislation.
That is what this provides.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is a similar Senate bill
(S. 2206) on the Speaker’s desk and, without objection, the
Senate bill will be substituted for the House bill.

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the Senate bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the State of New Mexico is hereby re-
lieved from accountability for certain property belonging to the
United States, of the total value of $2839.04, which property was
loaned to such State for use by the New Mexico National Guard
and was unavoidably lost or destroyed, such total value represent-
ing the sum of the following items: $381.22 for property shortages
listed in report of survey dated April 24, 1930; $334.53 and $62.95
for property shortages listed in two reports of survey dated April
25, 1930; $904.48 and $880.12 for property shortages listed in two
reports of survey dated June 11, 1930; $11.85 for property shortages
listed in report of survey dated July 11, 1830; $264.39 for property
shortages listed in report of survey dated September 3, 1930.

The bill was ordered *o be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed, and a motion to reconsider laid on the
table.

A House bill (H. R. 6538) was laid on the table.

ONE HUNDREDTH ANNIVERSARY OF BIRTH OF MARK TWAIN

The Clerk called House Joint Resolution 338, establishing
8 commission to be known as the United States Commission
for the Celebration of the One Hundredth Anniversary of the
Birth of Mark Twain (Samuel L. Clemens).

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. WOLCOTT, Mr. Speaker, I object.

Mr. CLARK of Idaho, Mr. Speaker, I have been requested
by the chairman of the committee, the gentleman from Illi-
nois [Mr, KeLLEr], to ask unanimous consent that this bill
be laid on the table and disposed of in that way officially.
Will the gentleman withdraw his objection?

Mr. WOLCOTT. Inasmuch as the bill provides for a cen-
tennial which passed last year, I have no objection to laying
the bill on the table.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the bill
will be laid on the table.

There was no objection.

INDIAN IRRIGATION PROJECT

The Clerk called the bill (S. 2656) to authorize the Secre-
tary of the Interior to grant concessions on reservoir sites
and other lands in connection with Indian irrigation projects,
and to lease the lands in such reserve for agricultural, graz-
ing, or other purposes.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr, WOLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I object.

OLD-AGE PENSIONS FOR INDIANS

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 9018) providing old-age
pensions for Indians of the United States.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr, WOLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I object.

SAN CARLOS APACHE INDIANS

The Clerk called the bill (S. 2523) authorizing payment to
the San Carlos Apache Indians for the lands ceded by them
in the agreement of February 25, 1896, ratified by the act of
June 10, 1896.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is tkare objection?

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
place in the Recorp at this point a letter from the Comp-
troller General about this bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.

There was no objection.

The letter referred to is as follows:

COMPTROLLER GENERAL OF THE UNITED STATES,
Washington, January 16, 1936.

Is there objection?

Hon. Joaw J. COCHRAN,
Chairman, Commitiee on Expenditures in the
Ezecutive Departments, House of Representatives.
My DeAr Mgr. CHAIRMAN: There is submitted herein individual
report, as requested, on 8. 2523, involving the San Carlos Apache
Indians. Reference is made, also, to report to you on this bill
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under date of August 1, 1935, A-63577, a of which is enclosed
g » & copy

In addition to the recommendations made in that report on
8. 2523, it is suggested, if this bill receive favorable consideration
for enactment, that it be amended by adding at the end thereof
the following:

“except that before the deposit of the amount so appropriated
to the credit of the said San Carlos Apache Indians, the Comp-
troller General of the United States is authorized and directed to
ascertain and deduct therefrom the total gratuities theretofore
paid to such Indians of the character provided for offset by section
2 of the Second Deficiency Appropriation Act, 1935, 49 Stat. 596.”

It would take approximately 10 months for this office to ascer-
tain accurately the amount of such gratuitites to be offset.

Sincerely yours,
J. R. McCarL,

Comptroller General of the United States.

COMPTROLLER GENERAL OF THE UNTITED STATES,
Washington, August 1, 1935,
Hon. JorN J. COCHRAN,

House of Representatives.

My DeAR Mr. CocHRAN: Further reference is made to your letter
of July 5, 1935, acknowledged July 6, enclosing a copy of the bill
5. 2523, Beventy-fourth Congress, entitled “A bill authorizing pay-
ment to the San Carlos Apache Indians for the lands ceded by
them in the agreement of February 25, 1896, ratified by the act of
June 10, 1896, together with a copy of Senate Report No. 1016
thereon, and requesting that you be advised “what the records
show in regard to this matter”, and “did the Government carry
out its agreement, or does it owe the Indians for this land?” The
bill provides as follows:

“That there is hereby authorized to be appropriated, out of any
moneys in the Treasury of the United States not otherwise appro-
priated, as payment in full to the San Carlos Apache Indians, at
the rate of $1.25 per acre for 232,320 acres ceded by them under
the agreement of February 25, 1896, ratified by the act of June 10,
1896 (20 Stat. L. 358), less $12,433.63 received by the Indians as
royalty under mining permits, the sum of $277,966.37 to be de-
posited in the Treasury of the United States to the credit of the
San Carlos Apache Indians, and to be available for expenditure
for the benefit of such Indians: Provided, That none of the funds
herein authorized to be appropriated shall be subject to the pay-
ment of any claims, judgments, or demands against the San Carlos
Apache Indians accruing prior to the approval of this act.”

The said agreement of February 25, 1896, referred to in the bill,
provides in pertinent part as follows:

“This agreement, made on the 25th day of February 1896, pur-
suant to an item in the act of Congress making appropriations
for current and contingent expenses and fulfilling treaty stipula-
tions with Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 18986,
as follows: “The Secretary of the Interior is authorized to negotiate
with the Indians on the San Carlos Reservation, Ariz. through an

r, for the cession or relinquishment to the United States
of the lands embracing the coal fields, and that any agreement
made shall be submitted to Congress for its action’, by Province
McCormick, United States Indian Inspector, on the part of the
United States, and the Apache, Mohave, and Yuma Indians, resid-
ing on the San Carlos Indian Reservation, in the Territory of
Arizona, by their chiefs, headmen, and members of said tribes,
embracing a majority of all the male adult Indians occupying said
reservation: Witnesseth—

“ARTICLE I

*“That the said Indians do hereby cede, grant, and relinquish
to the United States all right, title, and claim which they may
have in and to all the land embraced within the following de-
scribed tract, now a part of the said San Carlos or White Moun-
tain Indian Reservation, to wit:

“All the land lying south of a line commencing at a point on
the present eastern boundary of the said reservation, 1 mile south
of Goodwin Spring; thence in a general direction west to the
highest point on Mount Turnbull; thence in a westerly direction
to a point on a line between the agency building proper and
Stanley, or the Saddle Butte, 7 milles from sald building in a
southerly direction; thence in a westerly direction at longest pos-
sible tangents to the mouth of Hawk Canyon, not crossing sald
canyon; thence down the Gila River, following the south bank to
a point where said Gila River crosses the present western boundary
of the reservation.

“ARTICLE II

“That in consideration of the lands ceded, relinquished, and
conveyed, as aforesaid, the United States stipulates and agrees to
place in the Treasury of the United States to the credit and for
the sole benefit of the said Apache, Mohave, and Yuma Indians,
and to account therefor annually to them through their agent, the
net proceeds accruing from the disposal of such coal and mineral
lands, lying within the ceded territory, under the laws applicable
thereto; and that said money shall be paid to them in cash from
time to time as the same shall become available, pro rata, share
and share alike to each man, woman, and child of the tribes now
llving upon and entitled to the privileges of the said reservation:
Provided, That none of the money credited to sald Indians under
this agreement shall be subject to the payment of any claims,
judgments, or demands against said Indians for es or
depredations, claimed to have been committed prior to the signing
of this agreement.
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“ARTICLE TIX

“That for the purpose of segregating the ceded land from the
diminished reservation the new boundary line described in article
1 of the agreement shall be properly surveyed and permanently
marked in a plain and substantial manner by prominent and
durable monuments; and that the cost of said survey shall be
chargeable to and be paid out of the proceeds of said ceded
lands.”

The letter dated May 22, 1935, from the Acting Secretary of
the Interior to the chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs,
United States Senate, incorporated in Senate Report No. 1016,
Seventy-fourth Congress, copy of which report was enclosed in
your letter and is herewith returned, states that the Indians
received a royalty totaling $12,433.63 on actual production under
mining permits. Interior Civil Claim No. 36223-1914, a record
of this office, shows that the said sum of $12,433.63 was not the
proceeds of royalty payments but of the sale the United
States Land Office, Phoenix, Ariz., on July 3, 1906, of four tracts
of land containing 160 acres each within the involved area at
$20 per acre. From the total proceeds of the sale, $12,800, there
was deducted pursuant to article III of the said agreement of
February 25, 1896, the sum of $366.37 for expenses of surveying,
leaving net proceeds of $12,433.63 with which the said Indians
were credited. The bill should state correctly the source of the
said sum of $12,433.63.

The records show that the United States expended a further
sum of $480.01 for surveying, which sum, in pursuance of article
III of the sald agreement, was subsequently durlng the year 1912
reimbursed to the United States from the fund “Indian moneys,
proceeds of labor (San Carlos)”, as evidenced by Second Auditor’s
Settlement No. 30323-1912. It thus appears that all reimbursable
sums expended by the United States in the premises have been
reimbursed to it.

What is hereinabove stated is all that the records of this office
disclose. It has no information and therefore cannot advise you
whether the Government did or did not carry out its agreement,
or whether it owes the Indians for this land.

Sincerely yours,

J. R, McCarz,
Comptroller General of the United States.

Mr. COSTELLO. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that the bill be passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the
request of the gentleman from California?

There was no objection.

SWAMP LANDS, STATE OF WISCONSIN

The Clerk called the bill (S. 3045) providing for payment
to the State of Wisconsin for its swamp lands within all
Indian reservations in that State.

The SPEAKER pro fempore. Is there objection?

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I object.

TRANSFER OF CERTAIN GOVERNMENT PROPERTY, WISCONSIN

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 8655) providing for the
transfer of certain Government property in Wisconsin to
the State.

The SPEAKER pro tempo:
consideration of the bill?

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as
follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That there is hereby granted to the State of
Wisconsin for institutional purposes, subject to the conditions and
terms set forth in sections 1, 2, and 3 of this act, the properties
of the United States Government known and designated as the
“Tomah Indian School” and the “Hayward Indian School”, in-
cluding equipment: Provided, however, That there is withheld
from transier under the act the properties known and designated
as the “Tomah Indian Hospital”, physician's cottage, the Tomah
Agency Office, chief clerk’'s cottage, and such other buildings as
may be required for hospital and agency use and land needed
therefor as determined by the Secretary of the Interior, together
with such equipment as the Secretary of the Interior may desig-
nate; also, the properties known and ted as the “Hayward
Hospital”, nurses’ home, physician’s residence, and such other
buildings as may be required for hospital use and such land (in
the immediate vicinity of the hospital) and (such) equipment
as the Secretary of the Interior may designate: Provided further,
That the State of Wisconsin agrees to furnish the Hayward Hos-
pital and other buildings retained in United States owmership
with an adequate water supply and sewerage connection; and
also, at the Tomah plant, to furnish the Tomah Hospital, physi-
cian’s residence, and other buildings retained in Federal owner-
ship with water and sewerage connection; and also to heat same
from the central heating plant until such time as a separate
heating plant for the Government-owned buildings may be pro-
vided: And provided further, That this act shall become effective
only when and if the Governor of Wisconsin shall file with the
ﬁe::etaryotthelntminrrozmalwﬂttennoﬂceutmphnceoj

Is there objection to the
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With the following committee amendment:
Page 1, line 5, strike out “set forth in sections 1, 2, and 3."

The committee amendment was agreed to; and the bill as
amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider laid on the table.

LEASING OF CERTAIN INDIAN LANDS

The Clerk called the bill (S. 2148) to provide for the leas-
ing of restricted Indian lands of Indians of the Five Civilized
Tribes in Oklahoma.

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as
follows:
¢ Be it enacted, etc, That from and after 80 days from the date
of approval of this act the restricted lands belonging to Indians
of the Pive Civilized Tribes in Oklahoma of one-half or more
Indian blood, enrolled or unenrolled, may be leased for periods
of not to exceed 5 years for farming and grazing purposes, under
such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the Interior may
prescribe and not otherwise. Such leases shall be made by the
owner or owners of such lands if adults, subject to approval by
the superintendent or other officlal in charge of the Five Civil-
ized Tribe Agency, and by such superintendent or other official
in charge of said agency in cases of minors and of Indians who
are non compos mentis.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third
time, was read the third time and passed and a motion to
reconsider laid on the table.

RELTEF TO GOVERNMENT CONTRACTORS

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 7293, to amend the
act approved June 16, 1934, entitled “An act to provide re-
lief to Government contractors whose costs of performance
were increased as a result of compliance with the act ap-
proved June 16, 1933, and for other purposes.”

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the
present consideration of the bill?

Mr. WOLCOTT and Mr, ZIONCHECK objected.

SITE FOR NAVAL ATR STATION AT MIAMI, FLA.

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 8372, to authorize
the acquisition of lands in the vicinity of Miami, Fla., as a
site for a naval air station and to authorize the construc-
tion and installation of a naval air station thereon.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the
present consideration of the bill?

Mr. MOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
this bill be passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. RICH. Reserving the right to object, I should like to
ask if this bill should not have been passed out by the Naval
Affairs Committee instead of coming in here on the Consent
Calendar?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hill is reported by the
Naval Affairs Committee.

Mr. RICH. Was it reported unanimously by the Naval
Affairs Committee?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has no informa-
tion as to the unanimity or otherwise of the report.

Is there objection to the request of the gentleman from
Oregon [Mr. Mortl.

There was no objection.

LONGSHOREMEN'S AND HARBOR WORKERS' COMPENSATION ACT

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 8293, to amend the
Longshoremen’s and Harbor Workers' Compensation Act.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr, BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I object.

Mr, WALTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that this bill be passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr., WALTER]?

There was no objection.
MONUMENT COMMEMORATING ENTRANCE OF STEAM RAILROAD INTO

WASHINGTON, D. C.
The Clerk called House Joint Resolution 362, to author-

ize the selection of a site and the erection thereon of a
suitable monument indicating the historical significance of
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the first entrance into the city of Washington of a steam
railroad, and for other purposes.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. DIRESEN and Mr. RICH objected.

EXEMPTION OF INDIANS OF OKLAHOMA FROM SECTION 4, EXECUTIVE
ORDER NO. 6166

The Clerk called the next bill, H, R. 8316, to exempt the
Indian Service within the State of Oklahoma from the re-
quirements of section 4 of Executive Order No. 6166, dated
June 10, 1933.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, I object.

PRELIMINARY EXAMINATION OF NEHALEM RIVER, OREG.

The Clerk called the next bill, S. 3277, authorizing a
preliminary examination of the Nehalem River and trib-
utaries, in Clatsop, Columbia, and Washington Counties,
Oreg., with a view to the controlling of floods.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. CLARK of Idaho. Mr, Speaker, I should like fo know
how much that proposed preliminary examination will cost?
If no one can tell me, I object.

COMPENSATION TO THIRD- AND FOURTH-CLASS POSTMASTERS

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 8541, for payment of
compensation to persons serving as postmaster at third- and
fourth-class post offices,

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as
follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Comptroller General of the United
States, in the settlement and adjustment of accounts and claims
for services rendered at third- and fourth-class post offices is
hereby authorized and directed to allow compensation as post-
master to persons who, upon the occurrence of a vacancy and
pending the designation of an acting postmaster, assumed and
properly performed the duties of postmaster at any such office
subsequent to June 30, 1930: Provided, That in no case shall
compensation be allowed for a period in excess of 60 days.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third
time, was read the third time, and passed, and a motion to
reconsider was laid on the table.

NATIONAL MONUMENT, CAMP MERRITT, N. J.

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 27, to provide for
the establishment of a national monument on the site of
Camp Merritt, N. J.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there objection?

Mr. RICH, Mr. ZIONCHECK, and Mr. DIRKSEN objected.
COLLECTION AND EDITING OF OFFICIAL PAPERS OF TERRITORIES
OF THE UNITED STATES

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 8951, to amend an
act entitled “An act to authorize the collection and editing
of official papers of the Territories of the United States now
in The National Archives”, approved March 3, 1925, as
amended.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the
present consideration of the bill?

Mr. COCHRAN. Reserving the right to object, Mr.
Speaker, I visited the Archives Building the other day, and
if the gentleman can find a piece of paper down there to
edit, I would like to have him go there and look for it, and
notify me where I can see it. There is no paper, no files
in The National Archives Building other than the old Food
Administration files. They have 117 employees. They have
18 going around to the various Government agencies look-
ing for historical documents. Aside from that, the rest
of them are in the Archives Building, working, so the Ar-
chivist says, but I have been unable to learn what they are
doing. I repeat, there is nothing in the Archives Building
to edit up to this hour. How can they edit something that
is not there?

Mr. LAMBETH. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. COCHRAN. I yield.

Mr, LAMBETH. I should like to say to the amiable gen-
tleman from Missouri, who seems to have developed an
obsession with reference to anything dealing with archives,
that this has no reference to the new National Archives
establishment whatsoever.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

FEBRUARY 3

This bill relates to the distribution of what are known
as the official papers relating to the early history of the
Territories of the United States, which are being compiled
and printed under the direction of the State Department,
and it will save money by reducing the number of copies
from 1,950 to 1,227. This bill amends existing law, which
was enacted long before The National Archives, as such, was
ever in existence, and enacts into permanent law a provi-
sion which has been carried in the State Department appro-
priation bill for the last 2 years. Now, if the gentleman
wishes to ask me a question relative to the merits of this
bill, I shall be very happy to try to answer it.

Mr. COCHRAN. Your bill says “Now in The National Ar-
chives.” That sounds like National Archives Building to
me. I also see on page 3 the following language:

That not more than the sum of $125,000, and under this au-
thorization not more than $50,000 shall be appropriated for any
one year.

I should like to have the distinguished gentleman advise
me in what way it is not going to cost the Government any
money when the appropriation is here authorized.

Mr. LAMBETH. Mr. Speaker, replying again to my friend
from Missouri, who is one of the watchdogs of the Treasury
here, and I am very happy we have some watchdogs of the
Treasury still in the House, if he will look at the report, a
copy of which I now hand to him, he will find that this bill
does not authorize any appropriation which is not already
in existence. In other words we are amending the law so
as to curtail the number of copies of these papers which
will be printed and distributed. It will save money. Had
the gentleman taken time to read the report of the Com-
mittee on Printing I am sure he would be heartily in favor
of this bill, because it will save money.

Mr. COCHRAN. I think the gentleman will agree with
me that the only way to save money is to take an appro-
priation away from an activity. If the purpose is to save
money, why not amend the bill to make it provide that
there must be a reduction of 50 percent of the amount now
being spent? There is no other way to save money. They
will find some way to spend it.

Mr. LAMBETH. I am trying not to argue with the gen-
tleman but to answer his question. I wish he had read the
report of the committee and knew what this was about.
This appropriation was made some years ago in an act ap-
proved in 1925, before I became a Member of this body.

Mr. COCHRAN, But the effect is only to transfer the
appropriation over to the Archives, is it not?

Mr. LAMBETH. No, indeed; it has nothing to do with
the National Archives establishment. This is done under
the auspices of the State Department. Scme of these Terri-
torial papers have already been prepared and distributed.
The work is not yet complete, but it has proceeded to such
a point that it would be extravagance and waste now to strike
out the appropriation. The Committee on Appropriations
provides a specific sum for this purpose in the State De-
partment appropriation bill every year.

Mr, COCHRAN. If the gentleman is not referring to The
National Archives establishment or to the National Archivist
I will withdraw my objection.

Mr. LAMBETH. Not at all, not in any sense. This legis-
lation was suggested by the State Department.

Mr. Speaker, the purpose of this bill is twofold:

First. To curtail the number of copies of the various vol-
umes of the Territorial papers which are being edited and
compiled and distributed under the direction of the State
Department. This will mean an appreciable saving.

Second. To provide more specifically as to the manner of
distribution of these volumes which are furnished to State
historical associations designated by the Governors of the
various States and Territories. Under the existing law the
Governor of each State might annually designate different
historical associations to receive them so that when the en-
tire work of approximately 25 volumes has been finally
printed no one historical association or library would have
received a complete set. This bill specifically provides that
new designations may be made by the Governors only when
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previously designated associations, commissions, museums, or
libraries shall have ceased to exist. The adoption of this
legislation makes absolutely certain the delivery of complete
sets to agencies once they have been designated.

By unanimous consent, a similar Senate bill (8. 344T),
was substituted for the House bill.

The Clerk read the Senate bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etec., That section 3 of the act entitled “An act
to authorize the collection and editing of official papers of the
Territories of the United States now in the National Archives”,
approved March 3, 1925, as amended by the act app'rcved Feb-
ruary 28, 1929 (U. S. C., Supp. 7, title V, sec. 168a), be, and the
same is hereby, amended to read as follows:

“168a. The Public Printer shall print, bind, and deliver to the
Superintendent of Documents, for distribution as may be directed
by the Secretary of State, 1,227 copies of each volume of the
Official Papers Relating to the Territories of the United States,
of which not to exceed 3 coples shall be furnished to the Vice
President and each Senator and 1 copy to each Representative,
Delegate, and Resident Commissioner; 4 copies to the
of the Department of the Interior; and 1 copy of each volume
to those historical associations, commissions, museums, or li-
braries and other nondepository libraries, which shall not exceed
eight in number within each State, Territory, or insular posses-
sion, and which have been or hereafter may be designated by
the Governor thereof to the Secretary of State of the United
States, and the residue of the said 1,227 copies shall be for the
Department of State for such use as the Secretary of State may
deem appropriate.

“168b. In addition to the foregoing there shall be furnished
to the Superintendent of Documents a sufficient number of
copies of each volume for distribution to such depository libraries
as may make written application therefor; and

“To the Library of Congress for international exchange and
for official use in Washington, D. C., not to exceed 150 copies.

“The ‘usual number’ shall not be printed.

“168c. The historical associations, commissions, museums, or
libraries and other nondepository libraries within each State,
Territory, or insular ion, which have been or hereafter

may be designated by the Governor thereof to receive these pub-
lications shall, during their existence, receive the succeeding
volumes, the distribution of which shall be made by the Super-
intendent of Documents in accordance with the lists of designa-
tions transmitted to him by the Secretary of State, and a new
designation may be made by the Governor only when a desig-

nated association, commission, museum, or library shall cease to
exist or other designation may be authorized by law.

“168d, For defraying the expenses to be incurred in carrying out
the provisions of this act, including the employment, either in
or outside of the District of Columbia, of not to exzceed five
historical experts, especially informed on the various phases of
the territorial history of the United States, without regard to the
Classification Act of 1923, as amended, and the civil-service rules,
and for all other purposes, including salaries for personnel,
printing and binding, contingent expenses and traveling ex-
penses, there is hereby authorized to be appropriated, out of
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, not more
than the sum of $125,000, and under this authorization not more
than $50,000 shall be appropriated for any 1 year."

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed, and a motion to reconsider and a
similar House bill (H. R. 8951) were laid on the table.

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. WOLCOTT. On the calendar there appear as Nos.
521, 523, 524, and 525 bills which have been objected to pre-
viously and stricken from the Consent Calendar. My in-
quiry is whether under the rules these bills are properly on
the Consent Calendar.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. O'CoNNOR).
plain. It reads as follows:

Should objection be made to the consideration of any bill so
called it shall be carried over on the calendar without prejudice
to the next day when the Consent Calendar is again called, and
if objected to by three or more Members it shall immediately be
stricken from the calendar and shall not thereafter during the
same session of that Congress be placed again thereon.

If these bills were objected to finally during the last ses-
sion they are properly on this calendar this session.

WAR MINERALS RELIEF ACT
The Clerk called the next bill, S. 1567, to amend section 5
of the act of March 2, 1919, genera.]ly known as the War
Minerals Relief Act.

Mr. COSTELLO. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that this bill be passed over withmt prejudmg.

The rule is
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the
request of the gentleman from California?
There was no objection.

PAN AMERICAN EXPOSITION, TAMPA, FLA,

The Clerk called House Joint Resolution 356, to permit
articles imported from foreign countries for the purpose of
exhibition at the Pan American Exposition to be held in
Tampa, Fla., to be admitted without payment of tariff, and
for other purposes.

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as
follows:

Resolved, ete., That all articles which shall be imported from
foreign countries for the purpose of exhibition at the Pan Ameri-
can Exposition to be held in Tampa, Fla., in 1939, by the Florida
Fair & Gasparilla Association, Inc., or for use in construction,
installing, or maintaining foreign buildings or exhibits at the
sald exposition, upon which articles there shall be a tariff or
customs duty, shall be admitted without payment of such tariff,
customs duty, fees, or charges under such regulations as the
Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe; but it shall be lawful
at any time during or within 3 months after the close of said
exposition to sell within the area of the exposition and celebra-
tions any articles provided for herein, subject to such regulations
for the security of the revenue and for the collection of import
duties as the Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe: Provided,
That all such articles when withdrawn for consumption or use in
the United States, shall be subject to the duties, if any, imposed
upon such articles by the revenue laws in force at the date of
their withdrawal; and on such articles, which shall have suffered
diminution or deterioration from incidental handling or exposure,
the duties, if payable, shall be assessed according to the appraised
value at the time of withdrawal from entry hereunder for con-
sumption or entry under the general tariff law: Provided further,
That imported articles provided for herein shall not be subject to
any marking requirements of the general tariff laws, except when
such articles are withdrawn for consumption or use in the United
States, in which case they shall not be released from customs
custody until properly marked, but no additional duty shall be
assessed because such articles were not sufficlently marked when
imported into the United States: Provided further, That at any
time during or within 3 months after the close of the exposition,
any article entered hereunder may be abandoned to the Govern-
ment or destroyed under customs supervision, whereupon any
duties on such article shall be remitted: Provided further, That
articles, which have been admitted without payment of duty for
exhibition under any tariff law and which have remained in con-
tinuous customs custody or under a customs exhibition bond,
and imported articles in bonded warehouses under the general
tariff law may be accorded the privilege of transfer to and entry
for exhibition at the said exposition under such regulations as the
Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe: And provided further,
That the Florida Fair & Gasparilla Association, Ine., shall be
deemed, for customs purposes only, to be the sole consignee-of all
merchandise imported under the provisions of this act, and that
the actual and necessary customs charges for labor, services, and
other expenses in connection with the entry, examination, ap-
praisement, release, or custody, together with the necessary charges
for salaries of customs officers and employees in connection with
the supervision, custody of, and accounting for, articles
under the provisions of this act, shall be reimbursed by Florida
Fair & Gasparilla Association, Inec., to the Government of the
United States under regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary
of the Treasury, and that receipts from such reimbursements shall
be deposited as refunds to the appropriation from which paid,
in the manner provided for in section 524, Tariff Act of 1930.

The hill was ordered fo be engrossed and read a third

time, was read the third time, and passed, and a motion to
reconsider was laid on the table,

EXPOSITION TO EE HELD IN TAMPA, FLA., 1939

The Clerk called House Joint Resolution 365, providing for
participation by the United States in the Pan American Ex-
position to be held in Tampa, Fla., in the year 1939 in com-
memoration of the four hundredth anniversary of the landing
of Hernando De Soto in Tampa Bay, and for other purposes.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the
present consideration of the joint resolution?

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob-
ject, this joint resolution authorizes an appropriation of
$500,000. I have no particular objection to the holding of
this fair in Florida. It might be justified.

Mr. ZIONCHECK. Mr. Speaker, I object.

Mr. PETERSON of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that this joint resolution be passed over with-
out prejudice.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the
request of the gentleman from Florida?

Mr. ZIONCHECK. Mr. Speaker, I object.

ONE HUNDREDTH ANNIVERSARY OF THE FOUNDING OF PRATTVILLE,
ALA,

The Clerk called House Joint Resolution 241, to provide
for the observance and celebration of the one hundredth
anniversary of the founding of Prattville, Ala.

Mr. ZIONCHECK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that this joint resolution be passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the
request of the gentleman from Washington?

There was no objection.

ECONOMIC STUDIES OF FISH INDUSTRY, MARKET NEWS SERVICE,
5 AND ORDERLY MARKETING OF FISHERY PRODUCTS

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 8055, to provide for
economic studies of the fishery industry, market news serv-
ice, and orderly marketing of fishery products, and for other
purposes. !

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the
present consideration of the bill?

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob-
ject, in view of the fact that the Secretary of Commerce
makes an unfavorable report, and inasmuch as the amount
anticipated to be expended under this bill is not in accord-
ance with the financial program of the President, I ask unani-
mous consent that this bill be passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Michigan?

There was no objection.

GRANT TO CALIFORNIA OF RETROCESSION OF JURISDICTION OVER
CERTAIN RIGHTS-OF-WAY

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 7653, to grant to the
State of California a retrocession of jurisdiction over certain
rights-of-way granted to the State of California over certain
roads about to be constructed in the Presidio of San Francisco
Military Reservation and Fort Baker Military Reservation.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is a similar Senate bill
in reference to this matter.

Mr. WELCH, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
the Senate bill (S. 2175) be substituted for the House bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from California?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Isthere objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill?

There being no objection, the Clerk read the Senate bill, as
follows:

Be it enacted, ete.,, That there is hereby granted to the State of
California a retrocession of jurisdiction over the rights-of-way
covered by a certain grant from the Secretary of War to the Golden
Gate Bridge and Highway District, of California, dated February 13,
1931, to extend, maintain, and operate State roads across the Pre-
sidio of San Francisco Military Reservation and the Fort Baker Mili-
tary Reservation, as heretofore or hereafter amended by the Secre-
tary of War, subject to all of the terms and conditions contained in
said permit as so granted and any amendments thereof as afore-
said. The land and premises over which such retrocession of juris-
diction is hereby granted shall be the whole of the rights-of-way
so granted by said permit and any amendments thereof, throughout
their entire length and width, and for the entire distance granted
therein, together with the land crossed by any toll bridge that may
be erected by such Golden Gate Bridge and Highway District to
connect the Presidio of San Francisco Military Reservation with the
Fort Baker Military Reservation, and embracing the said toll bridge
with its approach roads over the rights-of-way so granted by said
permit and any amendments thereof.

Sec. 2. Should the United States assume exclusive control and
management of said bridge and roads, as provided in said permit
and any amendments thereof, the jurisdiction herein retroceded
ghall be suspended and revest in the United States for the duration
of such control and management. Whenever the State of California
shall cease to occupy said rights-of-way and land for the purpose
authorized in sald permit and any amendments thereof, then the
game, including all jurisdiction thereover, shall revert to the United

tates.

Bec. 3. The retrocession of jurisdiction herein granted shall not
take effect until the same is accepted by the Legislature of the State
_of California.

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read
the third time, and passed, and a motion to reconsider was
laid on the table,
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ERECTION OF MARKER AT COLUMBUS, GA.

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 9200, authorizing the
erection of a marker suitably marking the site of the en-
gagement fought at Columbus, Ga., April 16, 1865.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the
present consideration of the bill?

Mr. RICH. Mr, Speaker, I object.

Mr. CASTELLOW. Will the gentleman withhold his ob-
jection a moment?

Mr. RICH. I withhold my objection. The request was
made this morning that these bills were supposed to be
presented to the Advisory Committee of the Historic Parks
ggﬁmisslon, which committee is supposed to pass on these

Mr. CASTELLOW. They have approved this bill.

Mr. RICH. But the commission has not yet been formed.

Mr. CASTELLOW. This involves only $1,000. It is not
for a park or for a monument. It is simply providing for a
suitable marker covering a historical proposition.

Mr., RICH. I do not want to hold this bill up for the
gentleman from Georgia any more than for anybody else.
‘We passed a bill last year forming this Advisory Committee
of the Historical Parks Commission, which committee is
ready to pass on these bills and monuments, and I think
they should be permitted to pass on these things. If they
offer a favorable report, then I shall not object to this going
through.

Mr. ZIONCHECK. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. RICH. I yield to the gentleman from Washington.

Mr. ZIONCHECK. I am getting very tired of statues,
monuments, and memorials, and regardless of this Com-
mission or its reports in the future, I am going to object to
further memorials or things of that kind. However, this
does not come under that category.

Mr. CASTELLOW. We have no parks in our section of
the country, and we felt like we were entitled to $10,000 for
this purpose. However, that amount was reduced to $1,000,
which we think is eminently fair.

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, if this does not refer to parks
or monuments in the sense that the committee to which I
referred a while ago should pass on it, then I withdraw my
objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the
present consideration of the bill?

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
what national significance has this monument?

Mr. CASTELLOW. This was, in reality, the last battle of
the Civil War. Efforts to secure passage of this bill have
been made at intervals for a long time. I may say that the
Historical Society of Columbus, Ga., has prepared a most
interesting book recording the details of the battle. This
society has meticulously considered the first reports made to
the War Department regarding the battle and contends that
these reports indicate conclusively the commanding officers
considered this the last engagement of the Civil War which
could be designated as a battle. The Historical Division of
the National Park Service, however, did not agree in this
conclusion, and for that reason we have been forced to
abandon the hope of a more generous appropriation and are
now asking for the modest sum of only $1,000.

Mr. DIRKSEN. If this bill is passed, what about bills
commemorating the Battle of Big Dry Wash and other
battles?

Mr. KNUTSON. Those matters should be fought out on
their individual merit when they come up for consideration.

Mr. DIRKSEN. I shall not object to this bill, but I will
object to any further bills of this character,

The regular order was demanded.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the
present consideration of the bill?

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he
is hereby, authorized and directed to erect, or cause to be erected,
in Columbus, Ga., a suitable marker, or markers, marking the site

of the engagement of Columbus fought in that city on April 186,
1865.
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Sec. 2. There is authorized to be appropriated the sum of $1,000,
or s0 much thereof as may be necessary, to carry out provisions of
this act.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third
time, was read the third time, and passed, and a motion to
reconsider was laid on the table.

GEN. ROBERT E. LEE

The Clerk called House Joint Resolution 232, author-
izing the erection of an equestrian statue of Gen. Robert E.
Lee in Arlington National Cemetery.

Mr. WOLCOTT, Mr, RICH, and Mr. ZIONCHECK ab-
jected.

PROHIEITION OF STATEMENTS AND PUBLICATIONS ADVOCATING

OVERTHROW OF GOVERNMENT BY VIOLENCE

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 6427, to prohibit
statements and publications advocating overthrow of the
Government by violence, and for other purposes.

Mr. LAMNECK, Mr. KVALE, Mr. SCOTT, and Mr. ZION-
CHECK objected.

INTERSTATE REFERENCE EUREAU

The Clerk called House Joint Resolution 156, to make
available to Congress the services and data of the Interstate
Reference Bureau.

Mr. CLARK of Idaho. Mr. Speaker, at the request of the
chairman of the committee I ask unanimous consent that
this joint resclution be tabled.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the
request of the gentleman from Idaho?

There was no objection,

INDIAN BUFFALO HUNT

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 5263, to purchase and
erect in the city of Washington the group of statuary known
as the “Indian Buffalo Hunt.”

Mr, RICH, Mr. WOLCOTT, and Mr. ZIONCHECK ob-
Jjected.
. FILING AND INDEXING SERVICE

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 4015, authorizing the
establishment of a filing and indexing service for useful Gov-
ernment publications.

Mr. WOLCOTT, Mr. TABER, Mr. BACON, and Mr. COCH-
RAN objected.

ERECTION OF TABLET IN THE WASHINGTON MONUMENT

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 1401, to authorize
the erection of a tablet in the Washington Monument in
honor of those who served in the armed forces of the United
Btates during the World War.

Mr. BACON. Mr. Speaker, I object.

CITY OF SKAGWAY, ALASKA

The Clerk called the mext bill, H. R. 9130, to authorize
the incorporated city of Skagway, Alaska, to undertake cer-
tain municipal works, and for such purpose to issue bonds in
any sum not exceeding $12,000, and for other purposes.

; l'lrhere being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as
ollows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the incorporated city of Skagway, in
theTerﬁtoryormm,uhmbymthmmnnnmpuwwglto
undertake all or any part of the hereinafter described municipal
public works, to wit: Construction and reconstruction of side-
walks, ction and reconditioning of city hall, and regrad-
ing, construction, and reconstruction of streets and crossings, and
for such purposes to issue bonds in any sum not exceeding $12,000.

Sec. 2. Before sald bonds shall be issued a election shall
be ordered by the common council of the said city of Skagway,
Alaska, at which election the question of whether such bonds shall
be issued in the amount above specified for the purpose herein-
before set forth shall be submitted to the qualified electors of
sald city of Skagway, Alaska, whose names appear on the last
assessment roll of sald city for purposes of municipal taxation.
The form of the ballot shall be such that the electors may vote
for or against the issuance of bonds for the purposes herein speci-
fied up to the amount herein authorized. Not less than 20 days’
notice of such election shall be given to the public by posting
notices of same in three conspicuous places within the corporate
limits of the city of Skagway, Alaska, one of which shall be at
the front door of the United States post office at Skagway, Alaska.
The election notice shall specifically state. the amount of bonds
Proposed to be issued for the purposes herein specified. The reg-
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istration for such election, the manner of conducting the same,
and the canvass of the returns of said election shall be, as early
as practicable, in accordance with the requirements of law in gen-
eral or special elections in said municipality; and such bonds shall
be issued for the purposes herein authorized only upon condition
that not less than a majority of the votes cast at such election in
said municipality shall be in favor of the issuance of said bonds
for such purpose.

Sec. 3. The bonds herein authorized shall be coupon in form and
shall mature in not to exceed 30 years from the date thereof. Such
bonds may bear such date or dates, may be in such denomination
or denominations, may mature in such amounts and at such time
or times, not ex 30 years from the date thereof, may be pay-
able in lawful money of the United States at such place or places,
may be sold at either public or private sale, may be nonredeemable
or redeemable (either with or without premium), and may carry
such registration privileges as to either principal and interest, or
principal only, as shall be prescribed by the common council of
sald city of Skagway. The bonds shall bear the signatures of the
mayor and of the clerk of the city of Skagway, and shall have
impressed thereon the official seal of said muniecipality. The cou-
pons to be annexed to such bonds shall bear the facsimile signa-
tures of the mayor and the clerk of said municipality, In case any
of the officers whose or countersignatures appear on the
bonds shall cease to be such officers before delivery of such bonds,
said signatures or countersignatures, whether manual or facsimile,
shall nevertheless be valid and sufficient for all purposes, the same
as if sald officers had remained in office until such delivery. Said
bonds shall bear interest at a rate to be fixed by the common
council of the city of Skagway, not to exceed, however, 6 percent
per annum, payable semiannually, and said bonds shall be sold at
not less than the principal amount plus accrued interest.

Bec. 4. The bonds herein authorized to be issued shall be general
obligations of the city of Skagway, Territory of Alaska, payable as
to both interest and principal from ad-valorem taxes which shall
be levied upon all of the taxable property within the corporate
limits of such municipality in an amount sufficient to pay the
interest on and the principal of such bonds as and when the same
become due and payable.

Sec. 5. No part of the funds arising from the sale of said bonds
shall be used for any purpose or purposes other than those specified
in this act. Saild bonds shall be sold only when and in such
amounts as the common council of the city of Skagway shall direct;
and the proceeds thereof shall be distributed only for the purposes
hereinbefore mentioned and under the orders and direction of said
common council from time to time as such proceeds may be
required for said purposes. J

Sec. 6. The city of Skagway is hereby authorized to enter into
contracts with the United States of America or any agency or
instrumentality thereof under the provisions of the National Indus-
trial Recovery Act and acts amendatory thereof and acts supple-
mental thereto, and revisions thereof, and the regulations made in
pursuance thereof, and under any further acts of the Congress of
the United States to encourage public works, for the relief of
unemployment, or for any other public p , including the
Emergency Relief Appropriation Act of 1935, for the sale of bonds
issued In accordance with the provisions of this act, or for the
acceptance of a grant of money to ald said municipality in financ~
ing any public works; or to enter into contracts with any persons
or corporations, public or private, for the sale of such bonds; and
such contracts may contain such terms and conditions as may be
agreed upon by and between the common council of said city of
Skagway and the United States of America, or any agency or
instrumentality thereof, or any such purchaser.

SEc. 7. This act shall take effect immediately.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,

was read the third time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

BATTLE OF BLACKSTOCEK

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 4332, to provide for
the commemoration of the Battle of Blackstock.
Mr. DIRKSEN, Mr. RICH, and Mr. JENKINS of Ohio
objected.
BATTLE OF MUSGROVE'S MILL

The Clerk called the next bill, H, R, 4331, to provide for the
commemoration of the Battle of Musgrove's Mill.

Mr. DONDERO, Mr. JENKINS of Ohio, and Mr, ZION-
CHECK objected.

VETERINARY CORPS OF THE REGULAR ARMY

The Clerk called the next bill, 8. 363, to increase the effi-
ciency of the Veterinary Corps of the Regular Army.
. There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That for the purposes of promotion, longevity
pay, and retirement there shall be credited to officers of the Veteri-
nary Corps, and former officers of the Veterinary Corps now on the
retired list, all full-time service rendered by them as veterinarians
in the Quartermaster Department, Cavalry, or Field Artillery: Pro-
vided, That no back pay or allowances shall be held to have accrued
prior to the passage of this act.
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The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed, and a motion to reconsider was laid
on the table.

TO PROVIDE FOR THE COMMEMORATION OF THE BATTLE OF BIG DRY
WASH, IN THE STATE OF ARIZONA

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 4309) to provide for the
commemoration of the Battle of Big Dry Wash, in the State
of Arizona.

Mr. COSTELLO. Mr. Speaker, inasmuch as the Interior
Department appropriation bill of last year contained an item
for the same purpose, I ask unanimous consent that this bill
be laid on the table.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

TO PROVIDE FOR THE MAINTENANCE OF UNITED STATES SOLDIERS’
HOMES

The Clerk called the bill (S. 1301) to provide further for
the maintenance of United States Soldiers’ Home.
There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That hereafter, and beginning with the first
calendar month after the passage of this act, there shall be de-
ducted each month from the pay of each enlisted man and warrant
officer on the active list of the Regular Army, exclusive of the
Philippine Scouts, a sum not to exceed 25 cents, which sum shall
be passed to the credit of the permanent fund, United States
Soldiers’ Home (trust fund) in the Treasury of the United States;
the exact sum to be so deducted to be fixed from time to time by
the Secretary of War, within the limit prescribed above, on the
recommendation of the Board of Commissioners of said Home as to
the amount required to meet the needs of the Home.

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read
the third time, and passed, and a motion to reconsider was
laid on the table.

TO GRANT RIGHTS-OF-WAY

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 4292) to authorize the
Secretary of War to grant a right-of-way to the Arlington-
Fairfax Railway Co. across the Fort Myer Reservation, Va.

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as
follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is
hereby, authorized to grant to the Arlington & Fairfax Railway Co.,
a corporation organized and existing under the laws of the State
of Virginia, its successors and assigns, under such terms and con-
ditions as may be approved by the Secretary of War, a right-of-way
over and across the Fort Myer Reservation, for railway purposes,
with full power to locate, construct, and operate railway tracks,
structures, trolley lines, signal devices, and other railway appur-
tenances and adjuncts, the width of such right-of-way to be de-
termined by the Secretary of War; provided that the land shall
not be used for other than railway purposes and when the prop-
erty shall cease to be so used it shall revert to the United States.

With the following committee amendments:

Page 1, line 8, strike out the word “right-of-way” and insert
in lieu thereof the word “rights-of-way.”

Page 2, strike out the word “right-of-way"” and insert in lleu
thereof the word “rights-of-way.”

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill to authorize the SBecretary
of War to grant rights-of-way to the Arlington & Fairfax Railway
Co. across the Fort Myer Reservation, Va.”

The committee amendments were agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third
time, was read the third time, and passed, and a motion to
reconsider was laid on the table.

The title was amended.

RELIEF OF WORLD WAR SOLDIERS DISCHARGED FROM THE ARMY
BECAUSE OF MINORITY OR MISREPRESENTATION OF AGE

. The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 8966) for the relief of
World War soldiers who were discharged from the Army be-
cause of minority or misrepresentation of age.

. 1'{‘here being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as
OLIOWS:

Be it enacted, etc.,, That in the administration of any laws con-
ferring rights, privileges, or benefits upon honorably discharged
soldiers of the United States Army, their widows and dependent
children, a soldier who served as an enlisted man between April
6, 1917, and November 11, 1918, both dates inclusive, and who was
discharged for fraudulent enlistment on account of minority or
misrepresentation of age, shall hereafter be held and considered to
have been discharged honorably from the military service on the
date of his actual separation therefrom if his service otherwise
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was such as would have entitled him to an honorable discharge:
Provided, That no back pay or allowance shall accrue by reason
of the passage of this act: Provided jfurther, That in all such
cases the War Department shall, upon request, grant to such men,
or their widows, a discharge certificate showing that the soldier
is held and considered to have been honorably discharged under
the provisions of this act.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third
time, was read the third time, and passed, and a motion to
reconsider was laid on the table.

FORT M'HENRY

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 8074) to amend the act of
March 3, 1925, relating to Fort McHenry.

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as
follows:

Be it enacted, etc.,, That the act of Congress entitled “An act to
repeal and reenact chapter 100 (1914, Public, No. 108), to provide
for the restoration of Fort McHenry, in the State of Maryland,
and its permanent preservation as a national park and perpetual
national memorial shrine as the birthplace of the immortal ‘Star-
Spangled Banner’, written by Francis Scott Key, for the appro-
priation of the necessary funds, and for other purposes”, approved
March 3, 1925 (43 Stat. 1109), be, and the "same is hereby,
amended by striking out from the third paragraph the words “six
hundred and fifty feet"” and inserting in lieu thereof the follow-
ing words: “six hundred and eighty feet.”

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third
time, was read the third time, and passed, and a motion to
reconsider was laid on the table.

AVIATION FIELD, VALPARAISO, FLA.

The Clerk called the bill (S. 3018) to authorize the Secre-
tary of War to acquire by donation land at Valparaiso, in
Okaloosa County, Fla., for aviation field, military, or other
public purposes.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, I object.

DETAILING ARMY OFFICERS IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 4452) to regulate the de-
tailing of army officers for duty in the District of Columbia,
and for other purposes.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. ZIONCHECK. Mr. Speaker, I object.

Mr, WOLCOTT. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that the bill be passed over without prejudice.

Mr. ZIONCHECK. Mr. Speaker, I object to that. I object
to the consideration of the bill.

LOANS TO FARMERS FOR CROP PRODUCTION

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 10213) to provide for loans
to farmers for crop production and harvesting during ths
year 1936, and for other purposes.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, that seems to be a
rather important measure. Forty million dollars is involved.
I ask unanimous consent that the bill be passed over without
prejudice.

Mr. DOXEY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman withhold
his request for the moment?

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. Yes.

Mr. DOXEY. This is an important bill. The Senate al-
ready has passed a bill for this purpose. These crops are
being put in now. Time is an essence in this matter.

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. How much is involved in the bill?

Mr. DOXEY. Forty million dollars. It is a bill to loan
money to the farmers for crop production and the crops
are being put in now.

Mr. ZIONCHECK. How about reducing the rate of in-
terest from 5% percent to 3 percent?

Mr. DOXEY. This is the Farm Credit Administration’s
rate of interest. This bill is reported unanimously by the
Committee on Agriculture of the House. It is an emergency.
It is urgent. The Senate already has passed a bill. If we
can get it through today we will be just that much ahead.
If we do not, then we will have to ask for a rule to bring
it in here.

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. The gentleman appreciates that
we have not had time to make a study of the bill.

Mr. DOXEY, I realize that.
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Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. A bill for $40,000,000 on the Con-
sent Calendar is very unusual. The gentleman says that
this bill is reported unanimously from the Committee on
Agriculture?

Mr. DOXEY. Yes. The ranking minority Member, the
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Hopel, realized the urgency
and necessity for this. That is the reason that it is on the
Consent Calendar. It is true that it is for $40,000,000, but
it is done every year. We are late now. The percentage
of collections for the past year has been exceedingly gratify-
ing.

Mr. KVALE. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman stress the
fact that we are late now?

Mr. DOXEY. Yes. This bill affects the entire United
States.

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. I do not want to put any hardship
on the farmers, of course. I have always been in favor of
assisting them.

Mr, DOXEY. It is a short-period loan. It is just some-
thing to give them an opportunity to get their crops in and
tide them over a difficult period. It takes care of that type
of farmer who cannot get a loan elsewhere but deserves it,
needs it, and needs it now.

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. The genileman’s eloquence has
almost persuaded me, but this is the first time, I think, we
have ever passed such a bill on the Consent Calendar. How-
ever, if it has met with the unanimous approval of the great
Agricultural Committee of the House, I shall not interpose
my individual objection. For that reason I withdraw my
request that the bill be passed over without prejudice.

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, DOXEY., Yes.

Mr. RICH. If the Agricultural Committee has consented
that this bill go through, why bring it in today? Why not
give the House an opportunity to discuss the merits or de-
merits of the bill? I would like to have some members on
this side of the Committee on Agriculture get up and say that
they are enthusiastically in favor of the passage of this bill.
I want to know where you are going to get the $40,000,000.

Mr. ZIONCHECK. This matter has been discussed. This
is just another $40,000,000 for seed loans for a short period
of time. It is a matter of emergency.

Mr. RICH. If the money was expended a year ago and the
money has been returned to the Treasury, why do you have
to ask for this $40,000,000 now?

Mr. DOXEY. A similar bill was passed last year and we
have collected nearly 90 percent of the money loaned out last
year. We cannot reloan that money without the enactment
of this legislation.

Mr. RICH. And the gentleman figures that we will get 97
percent back?

Mr. DOXEY. In some sections of the country we have
gotten 100 percent back.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of
the bill?

There was no objection.

Mr. DOXEY. A Senate bill was passed and I think it is
now on the Speaker’s desk. I do not know whether it is
identical with this bill or not, but in the inferest of good
procedure, I think we had better substitute the Senate bill
for the House bill. It might be for a different amount. I am
not sure about that.

Mr. FULMER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that we take up the Senate bill and strike out all after the
enacting clause and insert the House bill.

The SPEAKER. The trouble is we do not have the
Senate bill at this time. It has not been messaged over to
the House. The Chair will state to the House that there
are one or two suspensions which will be taken up, and, if
it is agreeable to the House, this matter could be passed over
temporarily until we consider the two suspensions.

Mr. DOXEY. Mr. Speaker, we will not ask for a sub-
stitution of the Senate bill. We can work it out in confer-
ence. I think that will be satisfactory.

Mr. RICH. Mr, Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.
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Mr. RICH. When the Members of the House do not know
whether a Senate bill is identical, then we ought to take
time enough fo try to get our ideas together with the Senate
and find out whether we should substitute one for the other.

The SPEAKER. That is not a parliamentary inquiry.
The Chair was suggesting to the House that, if the House
is willing, we could take up the suspensions and tempo-
rarily suspend further action upon the pending bill. Per-
haps, by the fime we have concluded consideration of the
bills under suspension, the Senate bill will be here, and it
will save some complications.

Mr. ZIONCHECK. Why not pass this now and then sus-
pend the action afterward when the Senate bill comes over?

The SPEAKER. Why not postpone consideration of this
bill until later on in the afternoon? There cannot be
any objection to that, with the understanding that it will
be taken up.

Mr. McCORMACK., Mr. Speaker, I move that further
consideration of the bill be postponed until after consid-
eration of the hills under suspension.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the bill will be laid
aside temporarily.

There was no objection.

Mr. ZIONCHECK. I withdraw my unanimous-consent
request, Mr. Speaker.

EMERGENCY RELIEF IN PUERTO RICO

Mr. DEMPSEY. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and pass the bill (S. 3140) to provide that funds allocated to
Puerto Rico under the Emergency Relief Appropriation Act
of 1935 may be expended for permanent rehabilitation, and
for other purposes.

Mr, MILLARD. Mr, Speaker, a point of order. I suggest
the absence of a quorum.

The SPEAKER. The Chair will count. [After counting.]
Ninety-eight Members are present, not a quorum.

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the House,

A call of the House was ordered. =

The Clerk called the roll, and the following Members
failed to answer to their names:

[Roll No. 13]

Adair Darden Harter Reed, N. Y
Allen Dear Higgins, Conn.  Rogers, Okla,
Andrew, Mass DeRouen Higgins, Mass.  Russell

Dietrich Hill, Ala. Ryan
Berlin Dingell Hoeppel
Boileau Disney Houston SBanders, La.
Boykin Dockweiler Kee Sandlin
Boylan Dorsey Eeller Bchulte
Brennan Doughton Eennedy, Shannon
Brooks Drewry Lee, Okla. Short
Buchanan Duffey, Ohio Lesinskl Sirovich
Buckley, N. Y. Dunn, Miss. McLeod Somers, N. Y,
Bulwinkle Dunn, Pa. McSwain South
Caldwell Fernandes Maloney Steagall
Cannon, Wis Fiesinger Marcantonio Stewart
Carmichael Fish May Sullivan
Casey Flannagan Mitchell, TI1. Sweeney
Citron Ford, Calif. Montague Taylor, Colo.
Clark, N.C Frey Nelson ‘Taylor, Tenn.
Collins Gasque Nichols Thom
Connery Gassaway Norton Thomas
Cooper, Ohlo Goldsborough O’'Malley Treadway
Cooper, Tenn Gray, Ind. Turner
Corning Gray, Pa. Patman Wadsworth
Crawford Green Pearson Walter
Crosby Hamlin Pettengill Warren
Crowe Hancock, N.C. Rankin White
Culkin Hart Reece Zimmerman

The SPEAKER. Three hundred and eighteen Members
are present, a quorum.

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend fur-
ther proceedings under the call.

The motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Mexico [Mr.
Dempsey] moves to suspend the rules and pass the bill, S.
3140, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That all sums which the President has segre-
gated or allotted or shall segregate or allot for projects in Puerto
Rico out of the money appropriated by the Emergency Relief Ap-
propriation Act of 1935 shall constitute a special fund to provide
relief and work relief and to increase employment in Puerto
Rico. The fund thus established shall continue available for ex-
pendifure until June 30, 1940. All income derived from opera-
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tions financed out of this fund and the proceeds of the disposi-
tion of property acquired therewith shall constitute a revolving
fund, which shall remain available for expenditure for the pur-
poses and in manner authorized herein and in the Emergency Re-
lief Appropriation Act of 1835 until Congress shall provide other-
wise, notwithstanding any limitation of time contained in the
sald Emergency Relief Appropriation Act of 1835. Any agency
or agencies lawfully designated or established to administer funds
allotted hereunder or the revolving fund herein authorized may
be continued so long as the said funds or any of them remain
avallable for expenditure.

Projects for rural rehabilitation in Puerto Rico may include the
acquisition, development, maintenance, and operation of agricul-
tural enterprises. A reasonable charge may be made for ma-
terials and services produced or made available by any project:
Provided, That such materials and services may also be supplied
as compensation, in whole or in part, for services rendered by
persons employed upon any project.

Sec, 2. Notwithstanding the provisions of section 15 (f) of the
Agricultural Adjustment Act, as amended by section 8 of the act
of May 9, 1934, or any action taken thereunder, all or any part of
the unobligated balance of taxes heretofore or hereafter collected
from the processing of sugar beets or sugarcane in Puerto Rico
and/or upon the processing in continental United States of sugar
produced in or coming from Puerto Rico are hereby authorized,
in the discretion of the President, to be transferred to the revolv-
ing fund authorized by this act. Not exceeding $10,000,000 of
this fund may, in the discretion of the President, be set aside in
the Treasury for use as an insurance fund to insure individual
agriculturists in Puerto Rico, but to the extent only of such in-
surance fund and its accretions, against damage by hurricane to
their farm dwellings and farm buildings, growing crops, plants,
and trees, including trees used as shade for growing crops, ware-
houses and produce in barns and warehouses: Provided, That said
funds may be so employed only during such periods as the Secre-
tary of the Interior shall find and determine that commercial
insurance is not available, and at premiums sufficiently high to
keep the principal of the original insurance fund intact, and poli-
cies of insurance shall be issued hereunder only pursuant to such
terms and premium rates as the Secretary of the Interior shall
prescribe by regulations duly promulgated. Until otherwise pro-
vided by law all moneys collected as premiums on such insurance
or otherwise in connection with the administration of such funds
or the operation of such insurance activity shall constitute accre-
tions to the fund and shall be held, together with the original in-
surance fund and all additions thereto, as a revolving fund for
the purposes of such insurance.

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded?

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second.

Mr. DEMPSEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that a second be considered as ordered.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from New Mexico?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Mexico has
20 minutes and the gentleman from New York [Mr. TaBer]
has 20 minutes.

Mr. DEMPSEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield myself 5 minutes.

Mr. Speaker, S. 3140 provides that money already allo-
cated to Puerto Rico be expended over a longer period of
time than that set up in the act providing these funds.
There are no appropriations made and no additional expense
incurred by reason of this proposed bill. Not only is there
no appropriation set up and no additional moneys requested,
but we estimate that twenty-five or thirty million dollars
will be saved if this bill becomes law.

The situation which exists in Puerto Rico is quite different
from that which exists in the States. There is an agricul-
tural situation there, with no other industry. To rehabilitate
the agricultural situation in Puerto Rico, as a result of the
various hurricanes and storms they have had there, requires
a long period of time. The rehabilitation provides that
coffee bushes and shade trees to take care of those bushes, and
methods of that kind can be pursued. It is a known fact
that it requires 5 years from the time a coffee bush is
planted until it produces. If we take the money that has
been allocated to Puerto Rico and expend it in the time we
now give, it will be wasted. If we take a longer period of
‘time it will be saved. If we spend it hwrriedly they will
come back here in a year or two asking this Congress to
appropriate additional moneys to save them from starvation,
and we will again have to appropriate money.

What we are trying to do is to obviate the necessity for
further appropriations. This bill has the endorsement of
every member of the Committee on Insular Affairs, both
Republicans and Democrats.
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Mr. EVALE. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DEMPSEY. I yield.

Mr. KVALE. The gentleman says it has the unanimous
favorable report of the committee?

Mr. DEMPSEY. The report was favorable, and it was
unanimous by the entire Insular Affairs Committee,

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield
for a question?

Mr. DEMPSEY. 1 yield.

Mr. BANKHEAD. As I understand the bill there is abso-
lutely no provision of law with reference to the adminis-
tration of the fund. The essence of it is merely to extend
the time for the application of the fund to the condition
now existing in Puerto Rico.

Mr. DEMPSEY. The gentleman is correct.

eiug. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. DEMPSEY. I yield.

Mr. McCORMACK. And my understanding is that the
purpose of this legislation is not only o rehabilitate the peo-
ple who live in the island in a permanent way, but also to
prevent economic and social collapse. Is this correct?

Mr. DEMPSEY. The gentleman is correct.

Mr, RICH, Mr, Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DEMPSEY. I yield.

Mr. RICH. I should like to congratulate the Democratic
Party on trying to be conservative and on taking their time
in spending the money, for they have been so lavish in spend-
ing money in the past that if some halt is not called the
country will be wrecked. I want to congratulate the gen-
tleman in taking the right step.

Mr. MAVERICK. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DEMPSEY. I yield.

Mr. MAVERICK. Will the gentleman explain the insur-
ance features of this bill?

Mr. KENUTSON. I, too, would like to have them ex-
plained.

Mr. DEMPSEY. I am relably informed that at the pres-
ent time there is somewhere between $7,000,000 and $8,000,-
000 processing taxes impounded in Puerto Rico. It is
proposed to use this money as a revolving fund to care for
hurricane sufferers in Puerto Rico, because it is impossible
to get insurance in this island due to the experience of
insurance companies which in 1 year suffered a loss of 2,000
percent of all the premiums paid in.

Mr., UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr, DEMPSEY. I yield.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Will the gentleman kindly advise us
whether or not any part of these funds is to be used for the
development of the tile or pottery industries?

Mr. DEMPSEY. No; not at all.

Mr. ELLENBOGEN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. DEMPSEY. I yield.

Mr. ELLENBOGEN. I understood the gentleman to say
that this bill does not authorize the appropriation of any
money whatsoever in addition to the money that has already
been authorized, but that it only permits an economic
expenditure of what has already been authorized.

Mr. DEMPSEY. The gentleman is correct.

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, there are three features in this
bill: First, there is a situation where the Congress of the
United States a year ago appropriated $4,880,000,000 to the
President of the United States to use for relief purposes,
giving him a lot of discretion as to what he might do. In-
stead of allotting what might be needed for Puerto Rico
within the period for which that money was appropriated
and made available under the law for relief purposes, about
five times the amount necessary has been allotted.

Mr. DEMPSEY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. TABER. The gentleman's own story proves my con-
tention, and he will see it if he will permit me to proceed.
I shall not yield until I conclude the main part of my
statement.
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About five times what was needed was allotted. I want
everyone to understand the proposal that is before us,
because this is not the first time this bill has been up for
consideration. It was called up under suspension last August
and it was beaten because the House understood what it was
about. Upward of $30,000,000 has been allotted for this pur-
pose. - The gentleman from New Mexico tells us he wants the
bill passed in order that the money may be saved and not
wasted, so that it may be spent over a period of 5 years upon
projects the result of which we know nothing whatever about.
It is customary in the operations of the Congress to make
appropriaticns available for only a short period of time so we
may see how things work, for we do not want to spend money
on things that do not work well. This is an untried experi-
ment, setting people up in the agricultural business in Puerto
Rico. The administration has the authority to go on this
year and until the 30th of June 1937 with this money. Why
should they not use what they figure is reasonably necessary
to establish whether or not it is going to be a reasonable
expenditure, whether it is going to be a successful experi-
ment, and then, if there is need for going further, to come
back to the Congress and ask the Congress for more money?

Here is another important element to be considered:
This bill should provide for covering into the Treasury the
part of this appropriation, upward of $20,000,000, which is
not necessary for taking care of the situation. It has been
allotted to this island and may be used during the period
for which the money is available. This $20,000,000 should
be covered into the Treasury by this bill.

This bill has still another angle; that of setting up the
Government in the insurance business.

Mr. ZIONCHECK. What is bad about that?

Mr. TABER. Any scheme which puts the Government
into business is bad. [Applause.]

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. Mr, Speaker, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr, TABER. I yield.

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. In addition to that it puts the
Government into the insurance business away from home.

Mr. TABER. Away from home, and with a $10,000,000
capital. |

Mr. DEMPSEY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. TABER. I yield.

Mr. DEMPSEY. This processing tax belongs to the people
of Puerto Rico. They just retain that there and rehabilitate
the revolving fund. It does not put the Government in the
insurance business.

Mr. TABER. If does put the Governmenf in the insur-
ance business.

Mr. DEMPSEY. Is it not also a fact there are 350,000
people there on relief?

Mr. TABER. I do not know; but, according to the gen-
tleman’s own statement, this money could well be expended
over 5 years. That means five times as much has been al-
lotted as is necessary. From the gentleman’s own statement
it stands to reason that the trouble with the situation is
they have allocated a lot of money for ruthless experi-
mentation beyond the authorized period of this act, and they
ought to cover the fund into the Treasury that is not needed.
If the experiments happen to be successful over a period of
2 years, within which they can operate, they could then
come back here and make a case, but they have not made a
case. They have the authority to spend the money.

Mr. Speaker, we should stop the ruthless expenditure of
money, and should cover info the Treasury the unnecessary
allotment, There is not any sense in passing such a bill as
this.

Mr, ZIONCHECK. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. TABER. I yield fo the gentleman from Washington.

Mr. ZIONCHECK. Does the gentleman think the Govern-
ment is in the insurance business when it has lent hundreds
of millions of dollars to insurance companies through the
Reconstruction Finance Corporation?

Mr. TABER. Not where the Government has received col-
lateral for the loans which is more than the face of the loan.
I do not think that has anything to do with this case.
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Mr. ELLENBOGEN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. TABER. I yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania.

Mr. ELLENBOGEN. Does the gentleman from New York
[Mr. Taser] understand that the purpose of section 1 is fo
terminate the expenditures for the dole in Puerto Rico?

Mr. TABER. No. The gentleman from New Mexico
proved that was not so, because he said it was enough to
carry on this experimentation over 5 years. If his state-
ment was so, there would be no excuse for this bill. The
two things do not go together.

There is no use trying to go on with that kind of argu-
ment and expect intelligent people to believe it. The Gov-

ernor of Puerto Rico at his own solicitation came to see me -

on Friday week before last. He brought with him a man
from the Interior Department. I asked them certain ques-
tions which they were unable to answer, and in order that
they might have an opportunity, I agreed to submit ques-
tions to them, which I did. They did not submit answers,
as they agreed to, on the following Monday, but did submit
the answers last Saturday. The answers were not complete,
they were not convincing, and contained no information
upon which an intelligent man could vote for such a piece
of legislation as this.

Mr. Speaker, I hope that the membership of this House
will sustain the record that they made last August and vote
against the foolish method of spending money which is pro-
vided by this bill. We are trying to spread it over 5 years
for projects we know nothing about, and on top of that we
are trying to put the Government in the insurance business
to the extent of $10,000,000. The whole thing is absolutely
ridiculous.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. DEMPSEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the
gentleman from Michigan [Mr, CRAWFORD].

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, it is difficult for me to talk
about the Puerto Rican situation without getting into what
some people might call an extreme attitude. I have watched
the situation there closely for 15 years. I have had the op-
portunity to sit around the table with people very active in
Puerto Rican industries. We have sent about $12,000,000 a
year down to Puerto Rico, so I am informed, for relief pur=-
poses.

Now, the United States may do one of two things: We may
help Puerto Rico rehabilitate its idle, starving people, or the
taxpayers of this country will have to contribute annually
from ten to twenty million dollars in order to feed those peo-
ple. Puerto Rico is overpopulated, as is Japan. We may
either furnish work in Puerto Rico for the Puerto Rican
people or else move them out of Puerto Rico to some other
place. On the other hand, we may convert their energy info
goods and take the goods to some other place or let the peo-
ple there consume more of their own production and less
of the goods we ship to them—thus becoming more self-

With reference to the insurance fund, may I point out that
the money accumulated through the collection of the process-
ing tax on Puerto Rican sugar has been impounded instead
of it being distributed to individual growers of sugarcane,
as it was in the United States among both cane and sugar-
beet growers. In the United States the individual farmer
collected his benefit payments, spent the money in his own
way. In Puerto Rico this did not happen. The benefit pay-
ments that might have been distributed to individual grow-
ers are segregafed into a fund, and it is this money this bill
is to set aside as an insurance fund to protect growers against
hurricane damage that may occur in the future. Of course,
additional funds are not to be collected through the imposi-
tion of processing taxes on account of the A. A, A. decision
by the Supreme Court. And the present amount of this fund
will probably not be ample to care for the great damage
which follows the acts of a hurricane. However, if the people
prefer to use their fund in the form of an insurance protec-
tion instead of consuming it without any thought of fomor-
row, why should we object to their doing so?

Mr. William T. Reed, Jr., assistant counsel of the National
Association of Insurance Agents, informs me under date of
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January 15, 1936—wherein he refers to the ability of insur-
ance companies to handle this problem—

Due to the high loss ratio experienced since 1928, I do not belleve
that any of the companies are in a position at present to undertake
this type of hazard.

Now, Mr, Speaker, I submit that here is a problem the
scope of which rises above the ability of stock- and mutual-
‘insurance companies to handle. It becomes one which de-
mands the highest policy of the United States and Puerto
Rico in its solution. Are we to deny these people the right to
use their own funds in a manner which will not only alleviate
-their troubles but at the same time result in the citizens of
the United States having to contribute less dollars to Puerto
Rican hurricane relief as well as welfare relief? The claim
-some make that this is destructive to private business be-
cause Government enters the field in this manner cannot
‘be sustained. Private insurance activities have ceased, ac-
.cording to Mr. Reed’s statement. The hazard is too great.
Primitive man assumes and carries his own hazard when
private initiative backs away from the problem or before pri-
vate enterprise is created. Here is a case where private
-enterprise entered the field and gave up the task on account
of too great a hazard. Now Puerto Ricans desire to mutually
‘assume the hazard in this way. Furthermore, it should be
kept in mind that Puerto Rican citizens have paid their share
of processing taxes on articles shipped from the United
States to Puerto Rico and consumed by the Puerto Rican
people. Those taxes were collected and remitted to the in-
dividual farmers of the United States who grew cotton, pork,
wheat, and other crops affected. The Puerto Rican is not
complaining about that, but he is asking that he be permitted
to use his own funds to help solve his own problems.

The rehabilitation feature of this bill is of greatest im-
portance to these poor people. Since 1898 their condition
has grown worse. They are real objects of American-
dollar imperialism. Take the record and see how individual
farms have been converted into great sugar plantations.
How these very plantations, so few in number, have
absorbed such a very, very great portion of the total acre-
age of fertile soils. How the people, through this taking
‘over of the lands and as a result of the hurricanes, have

been driven from pillar to post, into the slums of the city,
and on relief. How individual farm families who once pro-
duced practically all of their subsistence have been forced
off those farms and placed on what might be termed “sea-
sonal” pay rolls, forced to work for mere existence, receiv-
ing whatever pay the concentrated holdings of farm lands
desire to pay them for the stoop labor performed. Take
‘particular note of how “absentee ownership” is bleeding
‘white the productive elements of the islands; the enormous
-amount of dividends being paid by these “absentee owners”
to their stockholders residing in other lands. Puerto Rico
-is a tragedy. It is a tragedy that has grown worse under
the American flag. It was bad enough when we took over
.the islands with the large-scale farming which was in con-
trol even at that time.

Puerto Rico has a great surplus of laborers. More food
must be produced there or more industries must be estab-
lished or we shall have to contribute in increasing amounts
to their subsistence. We cannot force on them their inde-
pendence and let them starve. The scarcity of individual
- possessions, of food, clothing, medicine, educational facilities
-all tends to force many of them to live but little above the
'state of the savage. About 1,700,000 souls are crowded on

- that little island of about 3,435 square miles. What does
. “absentee ownership” care about these social and economic
- problems. The worse the conditions grow and remain short
of revolution, the lower price at which stoop labor can be
- obtained and the greater the profit of that ownership can
become. What appears on the surface as a favorable
“trade balance” is set off by the “exports” of revenue in the
-form of dividends that leave Puerto Rico for other lands.
- Local ownership always assumes and shares a dissimilar

responsibility to social and economic conditions to that of |
“absentee ownership”—this is fundamental and all in ac- |
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cordance with the economic system under which we live.
We should accept the fact and then proceed to see what can
be done which will raise the standard of living in Puerto
Rico, make the people self-sustaining and make it unnec-
essary for the citizens of the United States to continually
send ten or fifteen millions of dollars annually to Puerto
Rico for relief. In my opinion this bill is a step in that
direction and therefore I hope the members of the House
will vote in its favor. We should keep in mind the basic
industry—sugar—in Puerto Rico is a protected industry.
Therefore, the benefits of that protection should continue
or travel down to the pockets of some of the “stoop workers”
of that island and not all be held to the benefit of absentee
investors who have the benefit of the protection and the
purchasing power of the American consumers who almost
entirely consume that basic crop.

Mr. DEMPSEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to the
gentleman from Texas [Mr. MAVERICK].

Mr. MAVERICK. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from New
York [Mr. Taser] said that the President had certain powers
of relief and that he had allocated five times more than
these people were entitled to. I do not go to the length of
saying that it is a misstatement, but it is an incorrect state-
ment and wholly inaccurate. Previously the allocation to
Puerto Rico has been from twelve to fifteen mﬂnon dollars
a year since relief started.

The purpose of this appropriation is to give the Puerto
Ricans what amounts to $30,000,000 for 2 years, or approxi-
mately the same amount as has been appropriated before.
This money is to be spent intelligently and judiciously,
over a period of 5 years, for real rehabilitation of the Puerto
Rican people. I cannot see how the average Republican
can oppose this measure, and I am glad to note that the
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Crawrorn] is for the bill. It
looks to me as if the opposition is of a partisan nature.
Some of you Republicans are just against anything the
Democrats are for; certainly the arguments against it are
not based on real facts or common sense.

Mr. Speaker, I repeat this money is to be spent intelli-
gently and judiciously. If that is the fact, the Republicans
should drop this partisan opposition and vote for the bill,

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Puerto Rico is the most tragic
victim of American imperialism. This is the first oppor-
tunity we have to aid the people of Puerto Rico. As a mat-
ter of fact this bill does not give them very much. However,
it is better than nothing. Why all this opposition to even
this small measure of help? Is it discrimination? If not, -
to defeat this bill would be false economy. I want to thank
the gentleman from Texas for his support of this bill.
Puerto Rico has been kicked around too long. Why not give
her a chance?

Mr. MAVERICE. The distinguished gentleman from New
York is correct. I go with you in thought and know the
study and application you have given the Puerto Rican
question.  The Puerto. Ricans .have been given slipshod
treatment, and really pretty bad treatment as you say. I
thank the gentleman for his contribution, and appreciate
the fact that he understands the question and has sympathy
for the Puerto Rican people and will vote not according to
party, but according fo common sense and justice.

Mr. MORAN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MAVERICK. Yes.

Mr. MORAN. May I ask the gentleman this question?
The money is going to be spent anyway and the only point
involved is whether we are going to spend it as relief and
receive no benefit or whether we are going to accomplish
some useful purpose in the expenditure of the money.

Mr. MAVERICK. The gentleman is right. This money
is going to be spent anyway and if we would do as the
gentleman from New York [Mr. Taper] has suggested, they
will take the money and, in effect, throw it away, because
it will do little good—and will only feed people, while, ac-
cording to this plan, the money can be spent wisely. The
his money and purchase real

will be a good thing for the
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Puerto Ricans, because they can be rehabilitated, and a
good thing for ourselves, because it will relieve our tax
burdens. In fine, it will assist the Puerto Ricans in being
self-supporting.

Mr. SNELL. Mr, Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MAVERICEK. For a brief question; yes.

Mr. SNELL. Does the gentleman mean to say they are
going to throw this money away if we do not extend this
time limit?

Mr. MAVERICK. I do not agree that it is going to be
thrown away.

Mr. SNELL. That is what the gentleman stated.

Mr. MAVERICK. I will express myself a little better
by saying that it would be much better spent if we per-
mitted it to be done judiciously, according to a decent
plan, and not just paid out for relief and to feed people.

- Mr. SNELL. MayIaskthegentIemananotherquestion?

Mr. MAVERICK. Yes.

‘. Mr. SNELL.” As I understand, this money comes from
an emergency fund that expirés on June 30, 1937.

‘Mr. MAVERICK. Yes. -

Mr, SNELL: If they have allocated more than they can
spend or more than they need for just purposes down there,
why should not the balance come back to the Treasury of
the United States?

Mr. MAVERICK. The answer to that is they have not
allocated more than can be spent, of course.

We have not allocated any more money than is a just
amount. This money can be thrown out as a dole just fo
feed people or it can be used intelligently to purchase farms
so that the people can rehabilitate themselves. There does
not exist anything like the Rural Rehabilitation Bureau in
Puerto Rico and this is for the purpose of agricultural
rehabilitation. Industry is not covered; is not interferred
with.,

They have 300,000 families in Puerto Rico that are on
relief. More than two-thirds of the population of Puerto
Rico is on relief, and our purpose is to get them off of relief
and get them back into agricultural pursuits, and to be
self-supporting.

This will benefit the sugar industry of the United Sta.t-es
because this land is not to be used in sugar production, but
put into other lines of agriculture. They will therefore
have a diversified agriculture to make it a more complete
economic unit, and where it will not be necessary to import
so many products, It will therefore benefit Puerto Rico and
also benefit the taxpayers of the United States. :

This statement that the appropriation is five times too
much is not true at all. This is one place where the Presi-
dent of the United States, the Director of the ‘Budget, the
Governor of Puerto Rico, the Senate of Puerto Rico, and
every branch of the government agree that this is a proper
way for this money to be spent, and I hope you gentlemen
on the Republican side and on this side will not oppose the
‘bill just to be in opposition, because this is one time when
money is being spent with wisdom.

Mr. ELLENBOGEN. Mr, Speaker, will the gentlema.n
yield?

Mr. MAVERICK. Yes.

Mr. ELLENBOGEN. Isitnotafactthattheeovern-
ment is anxious to buy the land in Puerto Rico at the cheap-
est possible price and cannot do so without being taken into
court, and if the matter goes into court it will take longer
than the 2 years? Moreover, is it not correct that many will
hold out for exorbitant prices unless Congress allots a reason-
able time for purchase? Is not this bill really necessary for
proper and correct administration?

Mr. MAVERICK. The gentleman is correct, and I thank
him for his contribution. You have really represented your
poople and have fostered legislation for the people of Penn-
sylvania which is of great benefit and a social advance.
You are correct on this Puerto Rican question, and I am sure
the gentleman has given it the same serious and conscien-
tious study that he always does his constituency in Penn-
sylvania.

LXXX—89
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Mr. Speaker, this bill is a good bill; it is sensible, it is fair
to the Puerto Rican, fair to the Government of the United
States. I believe it should pass.

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to the gentle-
man from Minnesota [Mr. ENuTson].

Mr. ENUTSON. Mr. Speaker, I yield to no one in my
friendship for the people of Puerto Rico, but as former
chairman of the Committee on Insular Affairs and as a
member of that committee for 14 years, and having visited
Puerto Rico on several occasions, I feel I am perhaps quali-
fied to contribute something to this debate.

I am wondering, my friends, how many of you who voted
for the $4,880,000,000 relief fund had any idea that that
money would be carried over for a period of 7 years. We
appropriated that money last year, in 1935. It is proposed
in this legislation to carry this sum over to June 30, 1940.
Surely, there can be no objection to the plan proposed by
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Taser] to place the
unexpended portion back in the Federal Treasury, voting it
out as future needs determine.

I consider it a very dangerous thing for this Congress to
make appropriations available over a long period of time.
I believe that the unexpended money should be covered back
into the Treasury, and if the Puerto Ricans come before us
and show need for renewing the appropriation we can then
act as needs dictate. But to come in here at this time and
propose to carry this on for another 5 years seems to me
absurd and indefensible.

Congress has done many absurd things, and it is time
that we get our feet back on the ground and legislate in a
clear, sound manner, one which we can go home and defend.

Now, as far as the insurance plan is concerned, why not
insure the buildings and crops of Minnesota farmers, the
farmers in Ohio and Texas and California?

Mr. McFARLANE. We are taking care of the farmers in
Minnesota; what is the gentleman crying about?

Mr. KNUTSON. Why not take in the whole country?

Mr. CRAWFORD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. KNUTSON. Yes.

- Mr. CRAWFORD. I know the gentleman from Minne-
sota wants to be fair, and I think he knows that this insur-
ance fund is being provided by the farmers in Puerto Rico
and not by the United States Government, not by the Pub-
lic Works Administration.

Mr. ENUTSON. There were $35,000,000 appropriated or
allotted for relief work. Does the gentleman deny that?

Mr. CRAWFORD. I am talking about the insurance.

Mr. KNUTSON. Thirty-five million dollars was allocated
to Puerto Rico for relief and for P. W, A. work. Of that sum
$9,000,000 has been used for direct relief, making $26,000,000
for W. P. A. In all conscience that is a pretty good sum of
money, and I do not believe anyone in Puerto Rico can ac-
cuse Uncle Sam of having been niggardly with the people of
the island. They can come to Congress when they need fur-
ther relief. Let Congress not blindly appropriate big sums
that would be available for the next 5 years.

You cannot defend this measure to your own constituents,
who are paying a large part of the bill.

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. DEMPSEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from Oregon [Mr. ERwALL].

Mr. EKWALL. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that my col-
league on this side, the gentleman from New York [Mr.
Taser], is usually the watchdog of the Treasury, and quite
often I approve of what he says, but in this case I think he
has the wrong idea. I believe this money should be spent in
a judicious manner. The money has been allocated.. You
are merely asked for authority to spread over a period of
years the expenditures which otherwise would have to be
made by the middle of 1937.

Mr. KNUTSON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

- Mr. EKWALL. No; I have not the time. It seems to me
the insurance-feature is entirely misunderstood, because
this fund is already available. Ii is money that is im-
pounded at the present time. It is merely for the purpose
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of affording insurance in case hurricane insurance rates are
too high or in case no insurance of this type can be secured
at all. I have gone over this bill rather carefully. The
thing that impresses me with its absolute fairness is the fact
that every member of the Commititee on Insular Affairs
present at the time has approved the bill, and when Mem-
bers of the type of KocraLkowskr, Smrta of West Virginia,
CARTWRIGHT, LARRABEE, ELLENBOGEN, SanDERS of Louisiana,
RyaN, McGEHEE, MASSINGALE, BELL, MaHON, O'DAY, SAUTHOFF,
THURSTON, WELCH, CoLE of New York, STeEFAN, CRAWFORD,
GINGERY, DEMPSEY, and IcLEsiAs say the bill is a good bill,
that is satisfactory to me, and I believe it ought to be to the
other Members. I think the bill should pass as recom-
mended by the committee.

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Girrorp].

Mr. GIFFORD. Mr. Speaker, sometimes I need to re-
mind myself and the House that I am the ranking Repub-
lican member of the Committee on Expenditures. I do not
annoy you with many such small matters, but the report
on this bill interests me greatly. Puerto Rico tells us that
she has too much money to be spent in a short time, and she
begs us that she may not be forced to “hurriedly waste the
money.” The report says practically that she will waste it
and spend it somehow within the time. They don't wish
to waste this money, and the gentleman from Texas [Mr.
Maverick] said that for once let us see to it that relief
money is spent properly. I am glad to get that admission.
We have plenty of towns in our districts that would have
been glad to have W. P. A. money spent for worthwhile and
permanent projects, rather than waste the funds on tempo-
rary and wasteful schemes hurriedly suggested. These Is-
land people simply ask that they may be allowed to spend
money properly and the suggestion appears like an indict-
ment of the manner in which we are spending on the con-
tinent. This report is interesting indeed. They say, “Don't
make us build a power plant in 2 years because we haven't
the consumption for it now.” Why, that is what we have
been doing on the continent, is it not—building enormous
power plants that will fake many, many years to find cus-
tomers to make use of them? They want to be treated quite
differently from what our own municipalities have been
treated. Would not all of us wish to make the same identi-
cal request? I read:

Do not make us waste this money.

And to think that they agree they are going to waste it,
and will waste it in 2 years unless you give them this exira
time to spend it properly. I think it is a most remarkable
report. It would seem to crificize our methods of spending
relief funds. We know that the Insular Affairs Committee
look well after their islands, That committee must assume
their problems. Who ever heard of an Insular Affairs Com-
mittee that did not recommend about the maximum of
benefits for them? We can hardly blame them, as they
are the guardians and must get all they can of this easy
money. But here is an absolute acknowledgment that they
do not need the money; that they cannot spend if unless
they waste it; but that they are going to waste it. They
are making no different request than you and I would like to
make for a great many projects in our own districts. They
agree that they do not like to waste this money, but will do
so unless we pass this bill. I could not resist the oppor-
tunity of reminding you that they are no different from
most others, who will spend it even if it is to be wasted.

Mr. MILLARD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GIFFORD. Yes.

Mr. MILLARD. This money was appropriated for relief.
Does that mean that the depression will not be over until
19407

Mr, GIFFORD. They suggest that the relief problem of
the islands will be before us for many years. This bill
means that they really want to spend the money wisely.

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Does the bill appropriate any
more money than has originally been appropriated? If not,
what is the objection?
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Mr. GIFFORD. No; they want to hold on to what they
have. They have asked even for the processing taxes and
the interest thereon and they want that money to go into
the fund. They want also to go into the insurance business.

Mr. MARCANTONIO. The Puerto Ricans are entitled to
a square deal. They need a real chance, Why not give it
I;: ﬂ’ta';’m? Furthermore, this money belongs to them, does

no

Mr. GIFFORD. Yes; if what is given to them for relief
belongs to them. Buf if they cannot use the $25,000,000,
whose money is it? Does it belong to them simply because
it has been allocated to them for relief? No; it belongs to
the Treasury of the United States.

Mr. MARCANTONIO. It is their money. They should
be permitted to spend it in a manner that will do the most
good, such as is provided in this bill.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts has expired.

Mr. DEMPSEY. Mr, Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to the
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. SauTHOFFI.

Mr. SAUTHOFF. Mr. Speaker, in this discussion I have
noticed that about three-quarters of what has been said is
not true. [Laughter and applause.] There is an absolute
misapprehension of the facts. What happened in Puerto
Rico is this: In 1928 there was a hurricane that wiped out,
to a great extent, the leading crop that these people need
on which to make a living; that is, the coffee crop. Puerto
Rico grows the finest coffee in the world. This coffee has
no competition. It is sold mostly in Europe. It does not go
into the United States and compete with domestic crops.
What happened in Puerto Rico is this: Coffee trees are
very delicate and must be protected. They are protected
by growing shade trees side by side as they grow the coffee
trees. It takes about 5 years to grow them so that they
will produce. If this money is spent on a dole, all we do
is to pay out to these people who have been driven off
these coffee plantations and have been forced into the slums
of the city. There are 359,000 of them now on relief. You
simply give them the money to keep alive, but you do not

this bill seeks to do. We spent $14,000,000 last
we spent $14,000,000 the year before that, and all

self-supporting. That is the purpose of this bill. [Applause.]
[Here the gavel fell.]l
Mr. DEMPSEY. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous ques-

5

The previous question was ordered.
The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to sus-
pend the rules and pass the bill.
Mr. TABER. Mr, Speaker, I ask for the yeas and nays.
'meyeasandnayswmnﬁused.

ER. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a division.
Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order

The House divided; and there were ayes 150 and noes 49.

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, I object to the vote on the
ground that there is no quorum present, and I make the
point of order that there is no quorum present.,

The SPEAEKER. The Chair will count. [After counting.]
Two hundred and twenty-seven Members are present, a
quorum.

So (two-thirds having voted in favor thereof) the rules
were suspended and the bill was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on the table.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Horne, its enrolling
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed without amend-
ment a bill of the House of the following title:
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H.R.9871. An act to amend an act entitled “An act pro-
viding for the participation of the United States in the Cali-
fornia-Pacific International Exposition to be held at San
Diego, Calif., in 1935 and 1936; authorizing an appropria-
tion therefor; and for other purposes”, approved March 17,
1935; to provide for participation in the California-Pacific
International Exposition to be held at San Diego, Calif., in
1936: to authorize an appropriation therefor; and for -other
purposes.

The message also announced that the Senate had passed
a bill of the following title, in which the concurrence of the
House is requested:

S.3612. An act to provide loans to farmers for crop pro-
duction and harvesting during the year 1936, and for other
purposes.

DOMESTIC SOURCES OF TIN

Mr. FADDIS. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and pass the bill (S. 3381) to provide for the protection and
preservation of domestic sources of tin.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That, in the interest of national defense, it
is hereby declared to be the policy of Congress and the purpose
and intent of this act to protect, preserve, and develop domestic
sources of tin, to restrain the depletion of domestic reserves of
tin-bearing materials, and to lessen the present costly and danger-
ously dependent position of the United States with respect to
resources of tin,

Sec. 2. There shall not be exported from the United States after
the expiration of 60 days from the enactment of this act any
tin-plate scrap, except upon license issued by the President of the
United States. The President is authorized to grant licenses upon
such conditions and regulations as he may find necessary to assure
in the public interest fair and equitable consideration to all pro-
ducers of this commodity.

Sec. 3. Any violation of the provisions of this act shall be a
misdemeanor and shall be punished by a fine of not more than
500 or by imprisonment of not more than 1 year, or by both such
fine and imprisonment.

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded?

Mr, McLEAN. Mr, Speaker, I demand a second.

Mr. FADDIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
a second be considered as ordered.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Pennsylvania?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr.
Fappis] has 20 minutes and the gentleman from New Jersey
[Mr. McLeax] has 20 minufes.

Mr. FADDIS. Mr. Speaker, this is a bill to prevent the
exportation of tin scrap from the United States. We are in
this situation with respect to tin: We produce absolutely no
virgin tin within the United States. Since we have been a
Nation we have produced less than 1,500 tons in the United
States, and our normal annual consumption of tin is in
excess of 60,000 tons. We have within the United States an
industry which acts as a reserve for our tin supply, inasmuch
as it detins the tin scrap which comes from the canning
factories and converts it into tin which, for all practical
purposes, is exactly the same as virgin tin. This detinning
industry has been during the last few years almost utterly
destroyed because the Japanese have come into the market
and have bid tin scrap up beyond the price which our de-
tinners can afford to pay for this product. The reason the
Japanese have been able to do that is that they have very
low-grade labor, in the first place, but the principal reason
that they desire this tin scrap is that in securing the tin
scrap and detinning it they secure the high-grade steel upon
which the tin is made. Therefore they achieve two pur-
poses. One of their purposes is to destroy our detinning in-
dustry, which acts as a reserve in this Nation in time of
war, and the other is to secure this high-grade steel which
they use to amalgamate with the high silica ores which
comes from Manchukuo to make armor plate.

Now, we are at the mercy of the world at large for tin.
Tin is one of the essential commodities of this Nation, both
in time of peace and in time of war. It is necessary that we
take steps, especially so at this time, to protect what do-
mestic sources we have.
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Over quite a period of years the tin produced by the de-
tinning industry in the Unifted States has amounted to 27
percent of the tin consumed in this country, although in the
last few years it has dropped to almost nothing because of
the destruction of the industry. During the present world-
wide emergency the situation with respect to tin has become
particularly alarming. Although we consume almost 200
tons of tin in this Nation each day, at the present time the
warehouse stocks of tin in New York comprise but 173 tons,
just about 1 day’s consumption; but of this supply of tin,
118 tons is Chinese tin. Chinese tin is tin which is a very
poor grade and cannot be used in the making of tin plate.

The United States is absolutely at the mercy of foreign
nations in regard to tin, because practically all of our tin
comes from the Federated Malay States and from Bolivia.
The source of all this tin is controlled by Great Britain.
In fact, Great Britain today controls 85 percent of the tin
of the world. So now we are in a very bad situation with
respect to tin. Therefore, we have asked for this legislation
in order to protect our domestic sources of tin.

This is a bill on which the Military Affairs Committee held
very extensive hearings, and which was reported out unani-
mously by that committee. [Applause.]

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. McLEAN., Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 minutes to the
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. EaTon].

Mr. EATON. Mr. Speaker, I do not know whether this
House is cognizant of the vital importance of the tin ques-
tion to our Nation at the present time. A select committee
of which the chairman was the gentleman from Tennessee
[Mr. McRey~oLps], chairman of our Committee on Foreign
Affairs, and on which I had the honor to serve, made a
long and careful study of the tin situation a year ago, and
made certain recommendations which are yet fo be acted
upon.

We use in this country every year from 50,000 to 60,000
tons of tin. Tin is produced from four main sources, Bo-
livia, the Malay States, the Netherlands, and Nigeria. The
Straits tin is considered to be the best. A year or two ago
they organized in London what is known as an international
cartel to raise the price of tin to the consumer. Remember
that America buys more than half the tin produced in the
world. By means of this international agreement they
raised the price of tin to our consumers from about 20 cents
up to 50 cents a pound. The latter figure is about the cur-
rent price. For some reason they have been holding back
the supply of tin for this country until, as the gentleman
from Pennsylvania has told you, we have at the present
time less than 1 day’s supply of tin in stock in the ware-
houses in New York.

Tin is absolutely essential in time of war or in time of
peace, and I approach this problem, first of all, from the
point of view of our national defense. Without tin we are at
the mercy of an enemy coming in from the outside. We
must, therefore, have some reserves. About 30 years ago
there was developed in this country what was known as the
detinning industry. We have now two companies engaged in
this business, with 5 plants—1 in San Francisco, 1 in Chicago,
1 in Pittsburgh, and 2 in New Jersey. One of the Jersey
plants is shut down because its supply of tin scrap has been
largely taken by Japan. I have in my hand an advertisement
by a Japanese firm in a New York paper:

We are detinners.

And they are asking for scrap tin.
Underneath appears a statement by our Jersey firm:
We were detinners, but the Japanese put us out of business.

The hourly wage in Japan detinning plants is 5 cents. In
our American plants it is 55 cents.

The material used for detinning comes from scrap left over
from the making of fin cans. Tin cans are not made of tin,
but are made of steel that is baptized in tin. The detinning
plants buy this scrap. It is baled and brought to them. The
railroads are given millions of dollars worth of business in
this freight carriage. When the definning companies could
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buy scrap at a reasonable price they could continue in busi-
ness. If we put our detinning plants out of business, we put
out of business a source of tin at home sufficient to take care
of about 30 percent of our total needs in case of war. These
detinning plants are highly technical institutions. If we let
them go by the board, it would take years to assemble the
skilled chemists and engineers and o create new machinery
to set them up again.

Several questions are raised in this connection. I want to
deal with them in a sentence. The first is the question of
how this bill will affect the small producer of tin scrap.
Under this bill the President has the right to issue a license
to export to anyone whom he thinks is being unfairly treated.
In the second place, it is a fact that for 14 years before the
Japanese began to put the price up where we could not com-
pete, and before they took from us this one domestic source
of our supply, the small producers of tin-plate scrap were paid
over 5 percent more than the large producers, like the Con-
tinental Can Co. Furthermore, one of these great detinning
companies located in my district, and for this reason very
fair in its disposition and intelligent in its conduct of busi-
ness, has made a written guaranty that it will give to the
small producer of tin-plate scrap exactly the same price
given to the large producer, so all producers will be placed
exactly on a par. This is in the record, as the chairman of
our committee can verify.

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. EATON. I yield.

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Is it not a fact that the price of
tin-plate scrap has jumped from $2 a ton up to §18?

Mr. EATON. It went as high as $24 at one time.

Mr, FITZPATRICE. And it made it impossible for the re-
claiming plants to purchase scrap tin.

Mr. EATON. Absolutely; it has put them out of business.

Mr. BANKHEAD., Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. EATON. I yield.

Mr. BANKHEAD. When I was chairman of the Commitiee
on Rules I was somewhat instrumental in assisting in the
set-up of this select committee which investigated the short-
age of tin in the country. I have not had a chance to see the
report of the committee, although I understand it has been
filed: but does this bill in a general way carry out the recom-
mendations of that select committee?

Mr. EATON. I do not want to speak for the chairman of
the committee, but this bill has our full sympathy. The
chairman of the investigating committee has been instru-
mental in securing the consideration of this bill, which in-
corporates the main principles agreed upon in our report, so
far as the embargo plan on scrap tin is concerned.

Mr. McCORMACE. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. EATON. I yield.

Mr. McCORMACK. The ultimate purpose of this bill is to
stop the exportation of any tin from the counfry. Is not
this so?

Mr. EATON. The ultimate purpose of this bill is to stop
the exportation at this time and under present world condi-
tions of tin-plate scrap which is used in our detinning plants
and absolutely necessary for their continuance in business
and for our safety in war.

Mr. BLOOM. It is tin that is left over.

Mr. EATON. It is tin that is left over. As I said before, a
tin can is not made of tin, but is made of steel plate that is
baptized in tin.

Mr. McCORMACEK. I just want to get clear in my mind
the effect of this bill. It will result in prohibiting the ex-
portation of this commodity from this country unless a license
is obtained.

Mr. EATON. Yes; as a national-defense measure.

Mr. MAIN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. EATON. I yield to the gentleman from Michigan.

Mr. MAIN. When the gentleman speaks of a tin can being
a sheet of steel baptized with tin——

Mr. EATON. In tin. Immersed in tin.
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Mr. MATIN. The gentleman is an advocate of immersing
rather than sprinkling?

Mr. EATON. Yes. ‘

Mr. FORD of California. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. EATON. I yield to the gentleman from California,

Mr. FORD of California. With war going on in Europe and
tin being such an important article in time of war, does the
gentleman not think it is a very wise provision for this country
to stop the exportation of any kind of tin?

Mr. EATON. Yes; of any kind of tin-plate scrap.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. EATON. I yield to the gentleman from Michigan.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Where will be the market for this
scrap tin?

Mr. EATON. We have a market here in our detinning
plants that is starving to death because it cannot get the
material for its use, These plants take scrap tin from the
can factories, recover the tin, which is sold and used as
100-percent pure tin, or it may be used in another form in
the silk industry to make the rustle that the ladies require
in silk material. If the Japanese take all of this tin scrap,
then our detinning plants go out of business, and in case of
war we are at the mercy of anybody who wants to come over
here and beat us up.
ﬁehlg;s. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman
se:tg. EATON. I yield to the gentlewoman from Massachu-
Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Is it not true that
Japan has been importing from the United States very large
quantities of scrap steel, scrap iron, and scrap copper in
addition to fin plate?

Mr. EATON. Yes.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. There has been an in-
crease of from 10 to 20 percent since 1932. The situation
is becoming very alarming.

Mr. EATON. Yes. May I say further, this country is
the only important industrial country which has not now
an embargo against the exportation of tin-plate scrap.

Mr. GIFFORD. Does Henry Ford use a lot of tin?

Mr. EATON. I do not know. He used to, but not now.

Mr. Speaker, in closing, may I say that the time is here
when the men and women constituting this body had better
pay some attention to the needs and dangers of our own
country. We have to go into the markets of the world and
purchase this tin at a price which is made outside the
borders of our country. We can keep 30 percent of it from
going back, and we ought to do that, especially when in so
doing we do no damage to any American industry while we
keep going in our detinning plants an industry that is abso-
lutely essential in time of war. I hope the membership will
vote 100 percent for this bill and show for once that we are
Americans first.

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. McLEAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 minufes to the
gentleman from New York [Mr. TAser].

Mr, TABER. Mr, Speaker, I want to read a sentence of
this bill:

The President is authorized to grant licenses upon such condi-
tions and regulations as he may find to assure in the
public interest fair and equitable consideration to all producers
of this commodity. There shall not be exported from the United
States after the expiration of 60 days from the enactment of this
act any tin plate scrap—

Remember the word “scrap”, because I want to get to that
question in a moment—

except upon license issued by the President of the United States.

Mr. Speaker, this turns over to the President the absolute
authority to maintain an embargo on the exportation of tin
plate scrap. Let me tell you just what the situation is with
reference to tin and how important it is from a military
standpoint. It is customary for us to export somewhere
around 100,000 tons of tin plate, which represents approxi-
mately 1,500 tons of tin. That is to say, there is only a
small amount of tin used with the tin plate. This is over
three times as much as all the tin plate scrap available in
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the United States. In other words, the amount of tin plate
that we export is three or four times as much as the total
tin plate scrap available.

Mr. EATON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. TABER. I yield to the gentleman from New Jersey.

Mr. EATON. The gentleman is a wizard at figures, but I
call his attention to the fact that we produce 250,000 tons
of scrap with tin on it, and 35 pounds of tin is taken off
every ton. If the gentleman will figure that out he will see
that he is left in the hole.

Mr. TABER. No. The amount of tin plate exported is
not very serious. The important thing about this matter
is that there are two or three people operating these detin-
ning plants. They have a monopoly in this country. They
were paying about $1 a ton for the scrap, whereas the price
now is somewhere around $12 or $13 a ton. That is the
picture with reference to this situation.

From the standpoint of national defense, this bill does not
mean a thing. It is simply a bill to maintain the monopoly
of two or three concerns which operate about six detinning
plants in this country. They can operate and pay a fair
price for this product. This bill permits the President of
the United States to issue licenses for the exportation of tin
anyway. It does seem to me when we come fo consider
all these facts it is going a long way to pass a bill turning
over the entire authority of Congress with reference to the
issuance of embargoes to the President, thereby burdening
him with this additional duty. Under the circumstances it
seems to me we ought to defeat this bill.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. TABER. I yield to the gentleman from Michigan.

Mr. CRAWFORD. The reason the local detinning plants
are not getting this tin today is on account of not being
able to meet the Japanese competition?

Mr. TABER, I think they are getting it to a consider-
able extent. As I understand it, there are several plants
operating at the present time.

Mr. CRAWFORD. But as the Japanese have been moving
forward they have taken this commodity away from the
local detinners.

Mr. TABER. Yes.

Mr. CRAWFORD. And if this embargo is placed in effect
it will entirely replace the scrap in the hands of the firms
to which the gentleman referred?

Mr. TABER. Yes.

Mr. CRAWFORD. What is there in the bill which will
protect the fellow who has the scrap for sale?

Mr. TABER. He has to go to the President in order to
get a license to export his scrap.

Mr. EATON. Will the gentleman yield so that I may
answer the question? *

Mr. TABER. Have I not answered it correctly?

Mr. EATON. The price of the product of a detinning
plant is determined by the price of virgin tin, which is
brought into this country, and if they have any tin to sell
after they have detinned this scrap, it receives the same
price as if it were imported from the Straits Settlements.

Mr. CRAWFORD. You simply have a refining cost in
between.

Mr. EATON. Yes.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to sus-
pend the rules and pass the bill.

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded
by Mr. Taser) there were—ayes 139, noes 14.

So (two-thirds having voted in favor thereof) the rules
were suspended and the bill was passed. -

A motion to reconsider was laid on the table.

LOANS FOR CROP PRODUCTION AND HARVESTING DURING THE YEAR
1936

Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, I offer a motion, which I send
to the Clerk’s desk.
The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. Jones moves to suspend the rules and pass the bill (8. 3612)
to provide for loans to farmers for crop production and harvest-
ing during the year 1936, and for other purposes, with an amend-
ment as follows: Strike out all after the enacting clause and
insert the following:
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“That the Governor of the Farm Credit Administration, herein-
after in this act referred to as the “Governor”, is hereby author-
ized to make loans to farmers in the continental United States
and in Alaska, Hawail, and Puerto Rico, during the year 1936, for
fallowing, for the production of crops, for planting, cultivating,
and harvesting of crops, for supplies incident to and necessary
for such production, planting, cultivating, and harvesting, and
for feed for livestock, or for any of such purposes. Such loans
shall be made and collected through such persons, instrumentali-
ties, and agencies, upon such terms and conditions, and subject
to such regulations, as the Governor may prescribe.

“Sec. 2. (a) There shall be required as security for any such
loan a first lien, or an agreement to give a first lien, upon all
crops of which the production or harvesting, or both, is to be
financed, in whole or in part, with the proceeds of such loan;
or in case of any loan for the purchase or production of feed
for livestock, a first lien upon the livestock to be fed. Fees for
recording, filing, registration, and examination of records (includ-
ing certificates), aggregating not more than 75 cents, may be paid
from the proceeds of each loan. Fees for the release or satisfac-
tion of record of the lien given to secure any loan shall be paid
by the borrower. Each loan shall bear interest at the rate of 514
percent per annum.

“(b) The amount which may be loaned to any borrower pur-
suant to this act shall not exceed $300: Provided, however, That
in any area certified by the President of the United States to
the Governor as a distressed emergency area, the Governor may
make loans without regard to the foregoing limitations as to
amount, under such regulations and with such maturities as he
may prescribe therefor.

(¢) ‘No loan shall be made under this act to any applicant who
shall not have first established to the satisfaction of the proper
officer or employee of the Farm Credit Administration, under such
regulations as the Governor may prescribe: (1) That such appli-
cant is unable to procure from other sources a loan in an amount
reasonably adequate to meet his needs for the purposes for which
loans may be made under this act.

Sec. 3. (a) The moneys advanced by the Governor in connection
with each loan made under the provisions of this act are declared
to be impressed with a trust to accomplish the purposes provided
for by this act (namely, for fallowing, for the production of crops,
for planting, cultivating, and harvesting of crops, for supplies
incident to such production, planting, cultivating, and harvesting,
and for feed for livestock, or for any of such purposes); and may
be used only for the purposes stated in the borrower's loan appli-
cation and until so used shall continue subject to such trust and
be free from garnishment, attachment, or the levy of an execution.
It shall be unlawful for any borrower to willfully use said trust
fund for any purpose other than those stated in his loan applica-
tion, except with the written permission of the Governor or his
duly authorized representative.

(b) It shall be unlawful for any person to make any material
false representation for the purpose of obtalning, or assisting an-
other to obtain, a loan under the provisions of this act; or willfully
to dispose of or assist in disposing of, except for the account of the
Governor, any crops or other property upon which there exists a
lien securing a loan made under the provisions of this act.

(e) It shall be unlawful for any person to charge a fee for the
purpose of preparing or in the preparation of any papers
of an applicant for a loan under the provisions of this act.

(d) Any person violating any of the provisions of this act shall,
upon conviction thereof, be punished by a fine of not more than
$1,000 or by imprisonment for not more than 6 months, or both.

Sec, 4. The Governor shall have power, without regard to the
provisions of other laws applicable to the employment and com-
pensation of officers and employees of the United States, to em-
ploy and fix the compensation and duties of such agents, officers,
and employees as may be necessary to carry out the purposes of
this act; but the compensation of such officers and employees shall
correspond, so far as the Governor deems practicable, to the rates
established by the Classification Act of 1823, as amended. Such
agents, officers, and employees, or any of them, and the facilities
of the Farm Credit Administration available for use in connection
with such loans may also be used by the Governor to perform
services for any institution operating under the supervision of the
Farm Credit Administration, upon such terms and conditions as
the Govermor may determine; and such institutions are hereby
expressly empowered to enter into agreements with the Governor
for such p . For the purpose of carrying out the provisions
of this act, and of collecting loans made under acts of the same
general character, including loans made by the Governmor with
funds appropriated under the provisions of the Emergency Appro-
priation Act, fiscal year 1935, the Governor is authorized to use
the facilities of any agency, institution, or corporation, operating
under the supervision of the Farm Credit Administration, and any
officer or employee of such agency, institution, or corporation, or
of the Farm Credit Administration, and may pay for such services
and the use of such facilities from the funds made available for
the payment of necessary administrative expenses; and such in-
stitutions and tions are hereby expressly empowered to
enter into agreements with the Governor for the accomplishment
of such purposes.

Sec. 5. (a) There is hereby authorized to be appropriated, out
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum
of $40,000,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to carry
out the provisions of this act. Any moneys so appropriated, and
all collections of both principal and interest on loans made undcr
this act, may be used by the Governor for making loans under this
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act and for all necessary administrative expenses in earrying out
the provisions of this act and in collecting ocutstanding balances
on crop production, seed, and feed loans made under prior legisla-
tion of the same general character.

(b) Expenditures for printing and binding necessary in carrying
out the provisions of this act may be made without regard to the
provisions of section 3709 of the Revised Statutes.

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded?

Mr. HOPE. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second.

Mr. JONES. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
a second may be considered as ordered.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Texas?

There was no objection.

Mr, JONES. Mr. Speaker, I shall ask that the gentleman
from South Carolina [Mr. FuLmer] be allowed to control the
time and make such explanation of the bill as may be
necessary.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina is
recognized for 20 minutes.

Mr, FULMER. Mr. Speaker, this is the usual bill that we
have been passing for the last few years for the purpose of
making loans to that great class of farmers who are unable
to actually give collateral to secure loans through any other
credit activity.

I may say to the House that the experience in making
these loans in the past, including the last year, is thaf col-
lections from this class of people have been as high as 98
percent in some States.

The prompt passage of this bill is very urgent for the rea-
son that a great many of the farmers are now ready to pro-
ceed with their crops and unless they are able to get this
type of loan, where they can only give as collateral paper
covering the crop being planted for the present year, they
will be unable to carry on, and, naturally, there will be thou-
sands of these people placed on relief rolls and in line for a
dole.

Mr. HOLMES. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FULMER. I yield.

Mr. HOLMES. Does this bill grant the same privilege to
tenants and share croppers as to other farmers?

Mr. FULMER. Yes. I may say to the gentleman that
has been taken care of to the extent that they will not make
loans to a landlord without taking into consideration the
fact that the tenants get their just part of the lpan. In

this way the tenants will be taken care of.
Mr. KVALE. Is it not also true that these loans will be
apportioned and evaluated so that the benefits will not all go

to those having the earlier demands, namely, the cotton
farmers, but will also be extended to the corn and wheat
farmers and others of that type?

Mr. FULMER. Absolutely; even including the cases where
they plant their crop as late as December to be gathered in
the following spring.

Mr. CRAWFORD. What is the amount provided for in
the bill?

Mr. FULMER. FPorty million dollars in the House bill and
$60,000,000 in the Senate bill. We are proposing to substitute
the House bill for the Senate bill.

Mr. CRAWFORD. That is the same amount as provided
for last year and the year before?

Mr. FULMER. Yes.

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, wiﬂthasenﬂeman
yield?

Mr. FULMER. Yes.

Mr., JENKINS of Ohio. The gentleman stated that in some
sections the return was as high as 98 percent. Of course,
that is not very much of a statement with respect to what the
actual facts are. Can the gentleman tell us what is the actual
amount returned from these loans in all sections as finally
averaged?

Mr. FULMER. The total collections up fo this time, with
other collections to be made, I believe run around——

Mr. JONES. The collections on previous loans have aver-
aged around 70 percent. The 1935 loans have not all been
collected. There are a number of wheat loans. I think the
collections for 1935 are around 40 percent, but many of the
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wheat loans are not yet due. The previous loans covering a
periodtofsevmlyearxhaverunarmdmsmgeat'w
percent.

Mr. HOPE. Mr, Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. JONES. Yes,

Mr. HOPE. And is it not a fact that loan collections are
being made all the time?

Mr. JONES. Yes; additional collections.

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. I have always been in favor of this
law, and I am simply asking these questions for information.
When the gentleman says that 70 percent are repaid, does the
gentleman include the overhead and the cost of making these
loans, or is that outside?

Mr. JONES. That is the amount of total collections, as I
understand it. The gentleman understands that the earlier
loamweremadeinthettmughtmandnaturauythen
were smaller collections in those areas. In many instances
the larger number of loans were made in such areas, and that
has somewhat reduced collections.

But taking over the whole period, there has been a little
more than 70 percent of these farmers’ loans repaid.

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. I have understood that it was
higher than that, but taking it at 70 percent, with the over-
ﬁ:dexpmsestakenoutotthat and the overhead is pretty

vy.

Mr. JONES. Not very heavy; I do not remember the exact
percentage.

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. Twenty-five percent?

Mr. JONES. Oh, no. It ran five or six million dollars
last year., The 70 percent includes the extreme drought
area, where only 15 or 20 percent was collected. In the
area where there were normal conditions, as much as 90
percent has been collected.

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. I think the experts of the Agri-
cultural Committee ought to furnish us and the country
generally with a concrete statement of that.

Mr. JONES. If the gentleman will look at the end of
the report he will see that that is all itemized. He will
find a statement of all the previous loans.

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. Would the gentleman include
that as a part of his remarks?

Mr. JONES. No; it consists of a lot of tables, and it
would take up too much space.

Mr. KVALE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. I yield.

Mr. EVALE. The gentleman from Ohio is an assiduous
and conscientious student, and I know he has been seeking
information. I ask him and all Members to consider this
fact, that many of the farmers in the drought area were
forced to qualify for loans and had to pay $1.25 or $1.35
per bushel for seed which they were subsequently forced to
repay with receipts for grain which yielded from one-fifth
to one-tenth the cost of their seed when measured in
bushels. Some of us made strenuous efforts to secure the
privilege of his paying back in kind, but the Department
looked upon that with disfavor.

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. I understand the percentage is
much higher than 70 percent in some areas.

Mr. HOPE. I will say to the gentleman from Ohio that
the report shows that the percentage of collections in Ohio
is lower than the average.

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. That does not apply in my
district.

Mr. TABER. That is in reference to the 1935 erop?

Mr. HOPE. Yes.

Mr. TABER. Where they are not accustomed to market-
ing a large portion of their crops until after the first of the
year. If the gentleman will turn to page 4 of the report,
he will find that the loans to Ohio over a period of years
have been only a million and a half altogether, and the
total collections have been 68.2 percent. I think, with ref-
erence to the farming population, probably Ohio has as good
a record in this as any other State.

Mr. ROMJUE. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FULMER. Yes,
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Mr. ROMJUE. Is it not a fact that the percentage will
be still increased, because these payments will continue and
the percentage of payments will go higher.

Mr. FULMER. That is correct.

Mr. ROMJUE. In addition to that, it will be absolutely
impossible for us to collect the same percentage from the
various States, because some of the States suffered more
through the drought than others.

Mr. GIFFORD. Mr, Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FULMER. Yes.

Mr. GIFFORD. Does any of the $40,000,000 go to the
officers of voluntary productive associations that loan money
to their members?

Mr. FULMER. None whatever.

Mr. GIFFORD. Would the gentleman tell us how those
not connected with voluntary- associations proceed to get
through a loan of money?

Mr. FULMER. By making application just like the other
farmers.

Mr. GIFFORD. Direct to whom?

Mr, FULMER. To the farm agency in his State or
county.

Mr. CHRISTIANSON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. FULMER. Yes.

Mr. CHRISTIANSON. Would the genfleman state ap-
proximately what percentage of these loans have been made
in emergency drought areas?

Mr. FULMER. I cannot give the gentleman that infor-
mation. It may be that the gentleman from Kansas [Mr.
Hore] in his time will be able to give the gentleman that
information.

Mr. CHRISTIANSON. It occurs to me that the percent-
age must be very high. It also occurs to me that perhaps
most of the delinquencies are in those areas.

Mr. FULMER. Yes; most of them are.

Mr. CHRISTIANSON. I happen to be quite familiar with
conditions existing in the emergency drought areas in Min-
nesota and the Dakotas, and I believe that as soon as those
regions have sufficient rainfall and the farmers get good
crops most of the loans now delinquent will be paid and paid
in full.

Mr. FULMER. I agree with the gentleman.

Mr. CASTELLOW. And is it not imperative that these
funds be made available as early as possible on account of
the fact that planning of crops is now going on, particularly
in the South in the cotton regions?

Mr. FULMER. Unless we have prompt action these farm-
ers will have to go to some fertilizer dealer and obtain
fertilizer on the promise that he will pay when he gets the
loan and in doing so he will be charged an extra sum, whereas
_if he has the cash now he could buy the fertilizer at a lower
price.

Mr. CHRISTIANSON. And I think I ought to say that in
some of the drought-stricken areas of the Middle West, if
seed loans are not made available this year, there may be a
considerable acreage that will not be seeded.

Mr. FULMER. The gentleman is correct about that.

Mr, CHRISTIANSON. We do not have the fertilizer situ-
ation the gentleman speaks of, but we have a comparable
situation arising out of a scarcity of good seed, due to rust
infestation and to the fact that the drought conditions in
some countries has continued.

Mr. FULMER. I reserve the remainder of my time.

The SPEAKER, The question is on the motion to sus-
pend the rules and pass the bill as amended.

The question was taken; and two-thirds having voted in
favor thereof, the rules were suspended and the bill was
passed.

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was
passed was laid on the table.

THE NEUTRALITY BILL

Mr. TINKHAM, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
to extend my remarks in the Recorp by inserting therein a

public statement I made 2 or 3 days ago in relation to
neutrality.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. TINKHAM. Mr. Speaker, the neutrality bill reported
by the Committee on Foreign Affairs is not a neutrality bill.

Neufrality means refraining from participation with either
belligerent.

This bill promotes unneutrality under the guise of neutral-
ity. It makes the United States a puppet state of Great
Britain and a subsidiary of the League of Nations. It is
more likely to involve the United States in war than to keep
the United States out of war.

Section 4 of the bill gives the President discretionary
power at any time during the progress of a war to impose
embargoes on all articles and materials which he determines
can be used in the conduct of war.

This section gives the President authority to participate in
the sanctions of the League. It gives him authority to aid
in the warlike actions which the League may take against
any nation it determines is the aggressor in a conflict. It
makes the United States a partner of the League in the wars
of the League.

The League of Nations is controlled by Great Britain.
Great Britain is now contesting with Italy the control of the
Mediterranean. This bill makes the United States an ally
of Great Britain in this contest. This is not neutrality.

Neutrality should mean peace for the United States. The
United States will not have peace by intervening in foreign
quarrels and in taking part in the political affairs of Europe.

Europe is divided into various armed camps. The United
States cannot take sides with any of the camps and remain
neufral. To take sides must ultimately lead to the involve-
ment of the United States in war.

The President should not be given discretionary power to
impose embargoes on articles and materials used in the con-
duct of war at any time during the progress of a war. If
the bill is to pass, the bill should compel him to impose such
embargoes automatically upon his declaring that a state of
war exists, as he is compelled to do in relation to arms,
ammunition, and implements of war.

In modern warfare, articles and materials used in the con-
duct of war are as essential to warring nations as are arms,
ammunition, and implements of war. Therefore, this dis-
crimination between arms, ammunition, and implemenis of
war, and articles and materials used in the conduct of war,
in the matter of embargoes, is indefensible and illogical. It
is also hostile to the peaceful aspirations of the American
people.

It is clear how such discretionary power in relation to
articles and materials used in the conduct of war would be
used in the present Italo-Ethiopian conflict.

Last fall, without authority of law, the President at-
tempted to place an embargo on oil. At that time Italy
stated officially that inasmuch as war was already in prog-
ress, she regarded such action as an unfriendly act. It was
an unfriendly act. Under international law, it is considered
unneutral for a country to change its policy during the prog-
ress of any war in a manner favorable or adverse to either
belligerent. Therefore, whether embargoes on war mate-
rials are made compulsory or discretionary, they should not
apply to belligerents already at war.

If an embargo were imposed on oil, Italy could retaliate
with reprisals, and reprisals lead to war. Whatever the
American people may think of Mussolini or of his form of
government, they are friendly to the Italian people and
wish to remain so.

It is persistently announced in Europe, particularly at
Geneva, that the League of Nations will not place an em-
bargo on oil until the United States has taken the initiative.
Therefore, if such an embargo were imposed and war should
ensue, the United States would be charged, and properly so,
with causing the war.

The sanctions of the League are imposed by the stronger
nations for their national interests; therefore, the United
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States cannot support the sanctions of the League and
remain neutral.

The precedent established under this bill in the present
conflict would involve us inevitably in future wars. Wars
revolving about Germany and Japan now seem likely.

Stalin controls the foreign trade of Russia in peace and
in war. The discretionary power to impose embargoes in
this bill gives the President a like complete control of the
foreign trade of the United States in time of war. This is
an expansion of Russian dictatorship in this counfry. -

The Constitution of the United States directs the Congress
to make the laws and the President to execute them. The
discretionary power which this bill gives to the President
to impose embargoes violates this principle. It gives the
President the right to make laws and even to make war.
Both rights are the prerogatives of the Congress under the
Constitution and should not be surrendered to the President.

This Government is an American Government, not a Rus-
sian government. It is a government of laws, and not one
of men.

The discretionary power in the bill also gives unlimited
opportunity for secret diplomacy. If the United States is
to be involved in wars, let every move and every action be
known to the American people. Let us not have every
move and every action shrouded in secref and lying diplo-
macy, such secret and lying diplomacy as enveloped Wash-
ington before and during the last war.

PACIFIC EXPOSITION OF 1938 AT LOS ANGELES, CALIF.

Mr. FORD of California. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent for the present consideration of House Joint Reso-
lution 164, authorizing the President to invite foreign coun-
tries to participate in the Pacific Exposition of 1938 at Los
Angeles, which I send to the desk and ask to have read.

The Clerk read as follows:

House Joint Resolution 164, authorizing the President to invite

foreign countries to participate in the Pacific Exposition of 1938

at Los Angeles, Calif,

Whereas there is to be held at Los Angeles, Calif., during the
year 1938 an international exposition which has for its purpose
the celebration of the completion of the Boulder Dam water and
power project, and the depiction and exposition of the progress
and accomplishments of the Pacific area of the United States in
the flelds of sclence, industry, business, transportation, and cul-
ture, as well as & means of inspiring more cordial relations among
the nations of the world; and

Whereas said exposition by virtue of its scope and aims is de-
serving of the support and encouragement of the Government of
the United States of America: Therefore be it

Resolved, ete., That the President of the United States be, and
he is hereby, authorized and respectfully requested by proclama-
tion, or in such manner as he may deem proper, to invite all for-
eign countries and nations to such proposed exposition with a
request that they participate therein.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr, SNELL. Reserving the right to object, I should like
to have some explanation of this resolution and what it is
proposed to do.

Mr. FORD of California. It simply proposes to ask for-
eign countries to participate in an exposition at Los Angeles
for the celebration of the bringing in of the water and
power from Boulder Dam.

Mr. SNELL. When is this to take place?

Mr, FORD of California. In 1938.

Mr. SNELL. As a matter of fact, of course, it has been
the experience of this House that we first pass a resolution
authorizing the President to invite foreign countries to par-
ticipate, and then afterward there is a request for an
appropriation because you say it is necessary. What is the
program?

Mr. FORD of California. The program is that the city
of Los Angeles is planning to erect a group of exposition
buildings right in the heart of the city. Those exposition
buildings will be permanent buildings. There is nothing in
this resolution that asks for a dollar.

Mr, SNELL. I appreciate that, but every other one has
been started exactly the same as this. I speak from expe-
rience as far as that goes.
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Mr. FORD of California. I am answering the gentleman
on the basis of the resolution.

Mr. SNELL. But that is the way they all start, and then
the President must invite foreign countries to come here and
make exhibifs. In order to take care of the property we
are committed fo appropriate money to help carry on the
exposition. That has been the experience in the past. i

Mr. FORD of California. I am asking for this resolution
on the basis of its merits. We do not have to and are not
seeking to appropriate any money.

Mr. SNELL. But that has been the experience. I do not
like to object. If that is going to be the policy of this House
to keep on doing it, all right. I am not going to object all
the time to you people on the Democratic side spending all
the money in the world.

- Mr. FORD of California. I appreciate the gentleman’s
eeling.

Mr. SNELL. I do not feel any different about it and I
do not desire any compliments about it. I know it is wrong.
The other Members know it is wrong, but I-do not think I
should take all the responsibility of stopping these appro-
priations.

The SPEAKRER. Is there objection?

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, I object,

Mr. FORD of California. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend
the rules and pass the resolution (H. J. Res. 164) authorizing
the President to invite foreign countries to participate in the
Pacific Exposition of 1938 at Los Angeles, Calif.

The Clerk read the House joint resolution, as follows:

Whereas there is to be held at Los Angeles, Calif., during the year
1938 an international exposition which has for its purpose the
celebration of the completion of the Boulder Dam water and power
project and the depiction and exposition of the progress and ac-
complishments of the Pacific area of the United States in the fields
of science, industry, business, transportation, and culture, as well
as a means of inspiring more cordial relations among the nations
of the world; and

‘Whereas sald exposition by virtue of its scope and aims is deserv-
ing of the support and encouragement of the Government of the
United States of America: Therefore be it

Resolved, efc., That the President of the United States be, and
he is hereby, authorized and respectfully requested by proclama-
tion, or in such manner as he may deem proper, to invite all for-
eign countries and nations to such proposed exposition, with a
request that they participate therein.

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded?

Mr. TABER. Mr, Speaker, I demand a second.

Mr. FORD of California. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent that a second be considered as ordered.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from California?

Mr, TABER. Mr. Speaker, I object.

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering a second.

The Chair appointed Mr. Forp of California and Mr.
TaBeR to act as tellers.

The House divided; and the tellers reported there were—
ayes 63 and noes 31,

Mr, TABER. Mr. Speaker, I object to the vote on the
ground that there is not a quorum present.

The SPEAKER. The Chair will count. [After counting.]
Evidently there is not a quorum present. The Doorkeeper
will close the doors, the Sergeant at Arms will notify absent
Members, and the Clerk will call the roll.

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 199, nays
106, answered “present” 1, not vofing 124, as follows:

[Roll No. 14]

YEAS5—199
Amlie Buck Cravens Elcher
Ashbrook Burch Creal Ekwall
Ayers Burdick Crosby Ellen
Bankhead B Cross, Tex. Englebright
Barden Caldwell Cullen Evans
Barry Cannon, Mo Daly Faddis
Beam Carter Deen Ferguson
Beiter Cary Delaney Fish
Bell Castellow Dempsey Fitzpatrick
Biermann Chandler Dickstein Fletcher
Bland Coffee Dies Ford, Calif.
Blanton Colden Driscoll Ford, Miss,
Bloom Colmer Duffy, N. Y. Fuller
Boland Cooley Duncan Gasque
Boylan Cooper, Tenn. Eagle Gavagan
Brown, Ga. lo Eckert Gearhart
Brown, Mich. Cox Edmiston Gildea
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Gillette
Granfield
Greenway
Greever
Gregory
Griswold
Haines
Hancock, N. C.
Harlan

Allen
Bacharach
Berlin
Boehne
Bolton
Boykin
Brennan
Brooks
Buchanan
Buckley, N. Y.
Bulwinkle
Cannon, Wis.
Carmichael
Casey
Cavicchia
Celler

So a second was ordered.
Mr. LUDLOW. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, the gentleman
from Indiana, Mr. CROWE, is unavoidably detained from the
If he were here, he would vote

Chamber.
roll call.
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Lea, Calif. O'Neal
Lee, Okla. Owen
mke Patton
Lewls, Colo. Pearson
Lucas Peterson, Fla.
Lundeen Peterson, Ga.
McClellan Pettengill
MeCormack Peyser
McFarlane Pleifer
McGehee Pittenger
A
McGroarty u
McKeough Ramsay
McLa
McReynolds Randolph
Mahon burn
Maloney Richards
Mansfield Robertson
Marcantonio Rogers, N. H.
Martin, Colo. Rudd
Massingale Russell
Maverick Badowskl
y Sanders, Tex.
Merritt, N. Y. Schneider, Wis
Schulte
Mitchell, Tenn, Scott
Moran Sears
O'Connell Shanley
O'Connor Bisson
O'Day Smith, Conn.
O'Leary Smith, Va
NAYS—106
Farley Lord
Focht Luckey
- Ludlow
Gifford McAndrews
Gilchrist
Goodwin Maas
Gray, Pa Main
Guyer Mapes
Gwynne Marshall
Halleck Martin, Mass,
Hancock, N.¥. Mason
Hess Michener
Hoffman Millard
Hollister Moritz
Hope Mott
Houston O'Brien
Huddleston Palmisano
Hull Patterson
Jenkins, Ohlo Perkins
Eenney Plumley
Kinzer Polk
Koclalkowskl Powers
Lambertson Ransley
Lambeth Reece
Lamneck Reed, II1.
Lehlbach Rich
Lewls, Md Risk

Hoeppe
Johnson, W. Va.
Eee

Keller
Kerr

Kleberg

Murdock
Nelson
Nichols
Norton
Oliver
O’Malley
Parks
Parsons
Patman

Smith, W. Va.
Bnyder, Pa.
Spence
Btarnes
Stubbs
Sumners, Tex.

Sutphin
Sweeney
Terry
Thomason
Thurston

Taber

‘Tarver
Taylor, 8. C.
Taylor, Tenn.
Thompson
Tinkham
Tobey
Turpin
Wigglesworth
Williams
Wilson, Pa.
Wolcott
Wolfenden
Wolverton
Young

“yea” on #ais
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The Clerk announced the following pairs:
Until further notice:

Doughton with Mr. Treadway.

Warren with Mr. Wadsworth.

Buchanan with Mr, Bacharach.
Geenwood with Mr. Cooper of Ohlo.
Cochran with Mr. Fenerty.

Sullivan with Mr. Allen.

Oliver with Mr. McLean.

Fulmer with Mr. Woodruff.

Corning with Mr. Reed of New York.
Bulwinkle with Mr. Hartley.

Woodrum with Mr. Bolton.

Driver with Mr. Higgins of Connecticut.
Crosser of Ohlo with Mr. Thomas.
Parks with Mr. Merritt of Connecticut.
Patman with Mr. Culkin.

Taylor of Colorado with Mr. "Stewart.
Nelson with Mr. Withrow.

Mead with Mr. Collins.

Eerr with Mr. Brooks.

Reilly with Mr. Gambrill.

Parsons with Mr. Richardson.

Boehne with Mr. Clalborne.

Goldsborough with Mr. Berlin.

Green with Mr. Adair.

Thom with Mr. Kee.

Darden with Mr. White.

Dunn of Mississippl with Mr. Zimmerman.
Fernandez with Mrs, Norton.

Somers of New York with Mr. Disney.
Boykin with Mr. Gingery.

Keller with Mr. Stack.

Babath with Mr. Chapman.

Dietrich with Mr. Hill of Alabama.

Robinson of Utah with Mr. Nichols.
Cummings with Mr. Sirovich.

Crowe with Mr. Bandlin.

Flanagan with Mr. Secrest.

Montague with Mr. Hamlin.

Higgins of Massachusetts with Mr. Brennan.
Clark of North Carolina with Mr. Smith of Washington.
KEleberg with Mr. Buckley.

Gray of Indlana with Mr. Hart.

Cellar with Mr. Sanders of Loulsiana.

Citron with Mr. Curley.

Hill of Alabama with Mr. Ryan.

Casey with Mr. Meeks.

Drewry with Mr. Clark of Idaho.

Larrabee with Mr. DeRouen.

a3 L e e

Doxey with Mr. Dobbins.

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded.
The doors were opened.

CALENDAR WEDNESDAY

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that business in order on Calendar Wednesday may be dis-
pensed with this week.

Mr. EVALE. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
what committee has the call?

Mr. BANKHEAD. The call lies with the Committee on
Insular Affairs.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Alabama?

There was no objection.

EXPOSITION CELEBRATION, 1938, LOS ANGELES, CALIF,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California has 20
minutes and the gentleman from New York has 20 minutes.

Mr. FORD of California. Mr. Speaker——

Mr. MAVERICK. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FORD of California. I yield to the gentleman from
Texas.

NEUTRALITY

Mr. MAVERICE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
to extend my remarks in the Recorp by including a speech
I made in Philadelphia last Saturday.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Texas?

There was no objection.

Mr. MAVERICK. Mr. Speaker, the question of neutrality
is an extremely important one, and so I am asking unani-
mous consent to include in my remarks a speech before the
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Foreign Policy Association at the Bellevue-Stratford Hotel,
delivered Saturday, February 1, in Philadelphia.

Before I offer this, however, I should like to make a few
remarks: The Foreign Policy Association is a national or-
ganization devoted to the study of what its name implies.
It has units in a number of the fair-sized cities of America,
and has an especially strong unit in the city of Philadelphia.
The Foreign Policy Association has its representatives in
Washington, D. C., and maintains a research staff which
prepares factual reports on current world affairs, dealing
with such economic and political issues as neutrality, cur-
rency stabilization, and conditions in various foreign coun-
tries.

The vice president of the association and its representa-
tive in Washington is William T. Stone, whom I believe to
be one of the ablest students in the matter of foreign policy,
peace, and neutrality in the United States. The associa-
tion is not a “lobby” in the insidious sense, although it
frequently makes representations to Congressmen; its prin-
cipal function being to inform its own members and give
Members of Congress unbiased data on any subject relating
to foreign affairs. This association, to me, is an example
of what a decent lobby ought to be. They do not try to
put pressure and cram their own ideas down a Congressman,
but attempt to give fair and useful information with which
you can form your own conclusions.

In Philadelphia, where I made my address, the local
chairman is Hon. Francis Biddle, who served in Washing-
ton as head of the National Labor Relations Board for
nearly a year. Mr, Biddle is one of the ablest lawyers in
the United States of America, and is the type of man that
we need in Government service. With a solid and substan-
tial - education, and a conservative background, he dealt
realistically with the problems of the Government, and has
sense enough and liberalism enough to know that we face
great changes. He is the type of man who would make an
excellent attorney general for the United States; a man
who could coordinate the many legal functions of the Gov-
ernment, and who has the brains and courage to do a first-
class job. I merely mention this because he has been inter-
ested in foreign policy, has given much of his time to the
welfare of the country, and is the type of man who should
be encouraged to enter the public service. The address
which I delivered on that occasion is as follows:

ADDRESS BEFORE FOREIGN POLICY ASSOCIATION, SUNDAY, FEBRUARY
1, 1936, IN PHILADELPHIA

A week ago today I was visiting in New York City and was
invited by Oswald Garrison Villard to attend the Saturday lunch-
eon of the Foreign Policy Association, at the Astor Hotel. I was
impressed by the fact that every person who spoke or asked ques-
tions was deadly in earnest against war. However, it seemed that
nearly all persons who either asked questions or said anything
trailed off into generalities or ended with vague conclusions. You
see, I am a Congressman and must help prepare and pass upon
actual legislation. I must put my thoughts into actions and deeds
and upon paper and help make them a part of the law of the land.
I cannot wrap myself in terms of nice ideology and consume from
a year to 30 years in study. The Congress of the United States
must act now, within the next 2 or 3 weeks; the bill will probably
be on the calendar within a few days. My subject today is
“Neutrality.”

One of those who made comments at the meeting in New York
was Walter Millis, the suthor of a most instructive book on the
causes of the World War. I do not have his exact comments here,
but in the Nation of January 29, 1936, he wrote:

“Perhaps the real point of the whole present neutrality debate
is simply its indication of the complexity of the subject and our
immense lack of concepts, public instruments, and popular under-
standing necessary to begin to deal adequately with it.”

In the same article, con powers for the President, he said:

“If the President is to have power to deal with such violent situ-
ations as are here anticipated, they must be real powers, and that
means that they must be as powerful for Il as for good.”

And then he sald:

“The only final saf against them lies in the American peo-
ple's ability to understand its own objectives and control its own
governmental agencies for their attainment.”

Right here I should like to say that two things are necessary to
make a good foreign policy—one is a knowledge of conditions In
foreign countries, the other is a knowledge of conditions in the
United States, I know America, and conditions in America, and

I know what our people are to do to keep out of war,
So I will proceed upon the t that it is our duty to under-
our own objectives and control our own governmental
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agencies. For in the majority of the studies I have seen the rea-
soning on neutrality has been on the basis of old concepts and
old ideas of international law, and not upon new concepts of
neutrality which some of us in Congress hope to establish,

OLD AND NEW CONCEPTS OF NEUTRALITY COMPARED

What then are our old and our new concepts, and what do we
mean?

Well, the old idea of neutrality was that a neutral had a
“right” to trade as much and for as high profits as it pleased with
the belligerents; the neutral nation further had a “right” because
of the theory of “freedom of the seas” to sell all the munitions
possible to the belligerents, with which they could kill each other;
to sell all the food, clothing, and supplies necessary for the soldiers
to march to the front so they could get at each other. That is the
old idea of neutrality. We tried it out in 1914 and we went to
war with Germany. Now the new idea is that by embargoes and
restrictions of our own making, by refraining from the use of our
so-called neutral rights under international law, and by the ex-
ercise of sel{-restraint and sacrifice, that we thereby stay out of war.
Under the latter concept we have as little to do with belligerents
as possible, operating under national laws duly enacted, and not
relying on the vague practices of nations which are supposed to
determine international law. We are told by some scholars that
if we just follow international law properly, and protect our
“rights”, that we can maintain peace. The only trouble about
international law is that it has been the law of war—at least, it
has never kept this Nation out of war. I favor. neutrality
according to the modern concept and of the mandatory type.

I say this for many reasons; but Charles Warren, who as Assistant
Attorney General during the war had the job of enforcing our
neutrality laws, and who ought to know something about the sub=
ject, has said:

“Hence the situation confronting the United States today is that
not a single neutral right of frade asserted by us is recognized
officially by Great Britain, Prance, Italy, or to any greater
extent than it was between August 1, 1914, and August 1917."

What are we going to do about this situation? Demand our old
“rights"”, which nobody recognizes, and shout about our honor and
defense of the flag? I hope not.

I hope we are intelligent enough to give up those rights which
will only involve us., But I know that there are two points of
view in this country—and in this audience. Some tell us that
permanent peace is not possible by neutrality and that we can-
not keep out that way. They really want us to support what they
call the “collectlve system”—to" join with the League of Nations
against an r; and they say this will prevent war. I hold
another view. First, because I know that the American people
today are not willing to join the League against aggressors. Sec-
ond, because I don't believe that sanctions will really prevent war.

I am not an isolationist. I am not opposed to the whole idea
of the League of Nations. But when we fought the war to end
wars we hoped that the League of Nations would remove somse
of the causes which make for war. It was supposed to find ways
in which nations could bring about changes by peaceful means.
But it hasn't done very much along that line. It hasn't used
article 19 of the League Covenant. Instead, the big powers in
the League are preventing any change.

LEAGUE FOR STATUS QUO OF WORLD NEUTRALITY FOR KEEPING THE UNITED
STATES OUT OF WAR

The League group, it seems to me, are standing for upholding
the status quo and maintaining the territorial limits set out in the
Treaty of Versailles. I think the main question is whether our
mission is to maintain the territorial status quo of the world, or
of ourselves keeping the United States out of war. It seems to
me that cooperating in sanctions with the League of Nations
will only involve us in this conflict between status quo and revi-
sion powers, between those who are expanding and those who
are trying to hold by military force what they have.

You can call this conflict by any name you want, but I believe
that the policy of the United States should be to keep out.
Now, they say that neutrality is isolation. Perhaps it is; but the
new neutrality that we are talking about is not imperialism and is
not power polities, and it won't obstruct the League of Nations
if it really wanits peace and mnot merely preservation of the
status quo.

As far as that's concerned, the Nye-Clark-Maverick group have
not abandoned all hope of international agreements. In fact the
Nye-Clark-Maverick bill in the very first section provides as follows:

“The provisions of this act are necessary to preserve and main-
tain peace between the United States and foreign nations and
to safeguard the interests of the United States {n the ahsence
of international agreements defining the rights and duties of
States in time of war, and pending the initiation and conclu-
sion of such new agreements as will insure peace, justice, and
equality among nations.”

I believe that neutrality is the best policy for the United States
at the present time, in the face of the present world situation. I
have an idea that since the United States of America—our own
country—is not entirely free from a charge of being wholly with-
out self-interest in the past, neutrality, at least, may be a step-
ping stone toward and more concerted action in the future.

As Tor international effect, it may be that our neutrality—a
knowledge by the world that we will not put up men, morey, and
munitions—may have a deterrent effect.

Observing collective action from a practical viewpcint, the
League of Nations and the World Court have been thoroughly de-
feated, not only in the Senate of the United States, but in the



1936

minds of the American people. The League of Nations has not
prevented war. Recently the actions of the British in dealing
with Italy and attempting to have us place sanctions on Italy,
at the same time that they were trading with the belligerents—
plous ideas expressed internationally, and with an attempt at the
same time to split the swag of the Territory of Ethiopla—makes
it utterly impossible for us to go into any League of Nations now.

NEUTRALITY IS NOT IMPERIALISM

We are met immediately by the statement that neutrality is
a cold-blooded, un-Christian, selfish attitude, and that since civi-
lization is about to be destroyed, we should prevent it. There is
a great question as to whether we can save civilization. I doubt
very much that the great imperialistic powers of the world are
interested in saving civilization. They have their colonies to pro-
tect, their trade routes to defend, and their interests and invest-
ments in backward areas, They have never given any evidence
that they put civilization above these things. If they, as sepa~
rate powers, or combined as a League of Nations, call upon us to
help save civilization, we ought first to ask them what they are
willing to give up to save it.

Again I repeat that at the present moment there is no evidence
that the imperialistic nations have changed one bit. From this
it follows that the wars they engage in are primarily imperialistic
wars. It follows also that when we get into such wars because of
disputes about neutral rights, or because we want to save civiliza~-
tion, we are simply an innocent helper to an imperialistic and
militaristic peace. We are not fighting for civilization when we
fight alongside the great nations of the world today. We are
fighting only to let everybody keep what they have grabbed—in
other words, for the status quo by using American blood. Some-
times—as in the World War—we are fighting for our own aims,
but indirectly for secret aims which are imperialistic and selfish.
These facts were brought out by the Nye committee, .

AMERICAN ATTITUDE IN WORLD WAR AND TODAY

In connection with these thoughts, let us discuss the attitude
of the American people as of the World War and as of today. You
will remember that when we went into the World War, and pre-
ceding it for many years, that we had an attifude of assumed
moral superiority; we had a contempt for European institutions—
and, of course, we were selling supplies to the Allies all the time.
In the World War we were being treated with utmost disrespect
by both of the belligerents—that is, the main belligerents, Ger-
many and England—and our neutral rights were not respected by
either belligerent, and we had sufficient cause to go to war with
England, as we finally did with Germany. But while we were
reaping profits from the sale of munitions and supplies, and while
we had this high-toned attitude of not going into this conflict,
we continued to make money. During this high tide of war boom
and false prosperity, if I remember correctly, our attitude was one
of superficiality and pretty much of hypocrisy.

But the situation is different now. For the American people,
with something like 11 or 12 million unemployed, with not very
good city governments in many places, with not the most effi-
cient State governments in the world, and with a few things even
yet to learn in the Federal Government, with also a memory of the
losses of the last war in billions of dollars, and of human lives,
have concluded it is best that we attend to our own business at
home. And I don't mean that in the cruel spirit of entire iso-
lation from the rest of the world. I mean it in the spirit that
the American people themselves realize that we have something
to learn of self-government. So our American attitude of neu-
trality is not the belligerent attitude of neutrality we had before
the World War but one of simple, dignified to pro-
tect our people first. Therefore, we have gained that much in
the subject. We also learned from the World War that political
and military isolation was not possible, unless we isolated our-
selves economically. The truth is we started out with economic
connections and were pushed into the war in a military and
political way as a result,

NEUTRALITY BILLS COMPARED

Let us discuss the essentials of the various neutrality bills
which have been presented to us.

The situation at the last session of Congress was somewhat as
follows: The administration-Pittman-McReynolds group were
then for giving unlimited discretionary powers to the President;
the Nye-Clark-Maverick group were for mandatory neutrality,
and granting the President no discretion whatever. We stood for
the extremest type of embargoes and mandatory legislation. Since
last session I find that most of us who are Members of Congress
and who are primarily interested in keeping out of war have
spent the recess and the first part of this session in discussing
this situation. I think I can reasonably say that all groups
agree on two points: First, as to the fundamental facts and major
causes of war; and, second, as to certain conclusions. The ad-
ministration group now seem to concur less in discretionary
powers for the President and more for a definite type of neu-
trality; and the Nye-Clark-Maverick group have become a little
bit more ready to be compromising and to enact legislation
which is satisfactory to all. The situation, therefore, is some-
what better than it was last session, although the recent sena-
torial dog fight caused a ripple that has been very much em-
barrassing in addition to the powerful representations of the
]I;‘iaitllo-;\mencan groups who have protested the enactment of any
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Now, the essentials of the neutrality bills are as follows: -

First, all neutrality legislation, of whatever kind or character,
now seems to agree on the necessity for an outright embargo on
munitions of war. Of all the important points involved in the
legislation, there does not seem to be any objection to this
provision.

The working of the McReynolds bill and the Nye-Clark-Maverick
bill is somewhat different, and some of us believe the McReynolds
Eﬂmlis not clear enough and should be stated in more definite

age,

As I understand it, the administration forces are not only will-
ing to add the wording to include present belligerents but will
insist upon adding it. There is no opposition to the adding of
these words, except from certain Italo-American groups who have
come down to Washington in large numbers to tell us that we
should not apply embargoes against Italy.

WAR MATERIALS DEFINED AND EXPLAINED—DIFFERENCES IN BILLS

We then get into the matter of what we call “export of articles
and materials used for war purposes.” The -Nye-Clark-Maverick
statement as to the export of war materials is different. It appears
that the purposes of both bills are the same; that is, not to in-
crease the ordinary peacetime proportions of articles and thereby
create a war boom, or more-than-peace-profit motive in the minds
of commercial or financial groups, or special interests, and for
acts which will lead us into war. However, it would appear that
there are certain essential differences in the bill. The adminis-
tration bill gives the President full discretion to decide when to
apply any embargo, and also to fix the quota basis,

The Nye-Clark-Maverick bill makes the embargo mandatory on
& basis of the normal peacetime trade over a 5-year period. More-
over, the Nye bill definitely says on page 6 that a provision of
quota shall not “confer any right upon any belligerent state to
the dellvery * * * of any quota.” It might be construed in
some quarters that quota provisions would give an implication of
a guaranty to deliver. This, however, is expressly denied in the
Nye bill. In the bill the President is also authorized to call upon
Congress for further restrictions in the matter of exportation if he
believes it to be s

A long technical discussion of this subject would only be tire-
some, but the general idea is that the administration bill, although
it is fairly written and to apply to both belligerents in case of the
imposition of any ‘restrictions” is still of a discretionary nature,
and this I oppose, along with a large group of Congressmen and
Senators. The reason that I oppose this is that if we are to stick
to neutrality and not to any concept of aggressor nations, or any
concepts of morality in reference to foreign powers—if we are to
be neutral, we should be neutral. And if we have too many ifs and
ands and too many loopholes and changes, then the legislation is
in effect both neutral and nonneutral, and for itself and against
itself. It cannot be both national and international, provide for
neutrality and also collective action. Therefore, instead of being
legislation that will provide for its own enforcement, it will pro-
vide for its own defeat by virtue of its conflicting provisions.

I say this because the McReynolds bill in section 6, lines 22 and
23, has these words, after speaking of the equal application of

embargoes:

“Unless the Congress, with the approval of the President, shall
declare otherwise.”

This is an provision altogether, and does not give
the bill any more force or effect, except to give unwarranted
implications. Therefore, I should at least strike out the words
“with the approval of the President”, since Congress has to make
its own acts and the veto powers of the President are known,
anyway. |

I think the whole provision ought to be cut out, because it is
confusing.

RESERVATION OF INTERNATIONAL RIGHTS UNNECESSARY AND CONFUSING

The McReynolds bill also has the words, in section 9:

“Provided, That the United States reserves and reaffirms all rights
under international law as it existed prior to August 1, 1914.”

This is another confusing provision and means nothing, because
nobody knows what international law was prior to August 1, 1914,
Neutral rights are not recognized now and were not recognized
after the war started August 1, 1914, and the clear implication in
this provision is that we will stick to whatever we belleve were
neutral rights before August 1, 1914, But inasmuch as they are
entirely vague and what rights we had were violated after that
date, it is impossible to ascertain what our so-called rights really
are. Therefore, this seems to be an indication that although we
unquestionably allowed our rights to be violated during the World
War, that we will insist on them in the future.

I desire to call attention to the report filed by Hon. Bam D.
McReYNoLDS, chairman of the Foreign Affairs Committee, on this
same subject. It seems to me that the report by Mr. MCREYNOLDS
brings out just what I have stated. It is as follows:

“TRANSACTIONS WITH BELLIGERENTS

“Sec. 9. This section provides that whenever the President
shall find that the maintenance of peace between the United
States and foreign nations, or the protection of the commercial
interests of the United States and its nationals, or the security or
neutrality of the United States would be promoted by requiring
nationals of the United States to assume the risk of commercial
transactions with the governments or nationals of belligerent coun-
tries (in other words, if there is danger of our country becoming
involved in the risk of commercial transactions with governments
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or nationals of belligerent countries, or persons residing therein),
the President shall so proclaim, and thereafter American nationals
who engage In such transactions shall do so at their own risk.
There is a provision in this section, however, which reads as
follows:

“‘Provided, That the United States reserves and reafirms all
rights under international law as it existed prior to August 1, 1914.

“The reason of this date being placed in this amendment is
from the fact that we had to a great extent a somewhat settled
international law as to the freedom of the seas prior to August 1,
1914. During the World War the international law was violated
by practically every nation engaged in that great war, and over the
many protests of our Government to the Allied Powers, as well as
the Central Powers before we became involved, and the war did
not settle these questions. Even if one of our nationals shipped
at his own risk, he ought to have the right given him under the
international law, and while under this section we would not
become involved in the war, yet if any of the shipments of our
nationals were seized or confiscated during such war, they could at
least rely on claims to be filed after the war that would give them
a legal standing, and it would also give our Government the right
to protest for any of our nationals during such war to such bel-
ligerents in case their rights under international law are being

violated.”

The Foreign Affairs Committee have done good
work on the matter of neutrality, and I do not
placed in the position of criticizing them severely
member of the committee, and do not wish to
fault with gentlemen who have given so much

t a matter. However, I have, myself, given
attention, and when you get down to brass tacks the provision
which has been offered seems to me just about as follows:

“Provided that the United States wants the cake of international
law that got us into the World War, and wants to eat the cake
of neutrality, without any sacrifice, and without learning what
happened to our‘cake subsequent to August 1, 1914, and all the
rules of cake eating having been broken, anyway.” .

This also means that I favor putting our own cake in our
own pantry, and not selling it on credit for someone else to eat,
and never getting paid for it, anyway.

Prior to August 1, 1914, was just prior to the beginning of the
World War, and there are many nice books on international law
written then. After that day we had the books, but no actual
law, for our rights as a nation were constantly broken. BSo we
put in a provision to give us the book rights we had at a certain
time, and then we set our pot on to dream.

In any event, whatever our “rights” are, we should have them
anyway; to put in this clause merely means to put in the law that
we don't mean what we say about neutrality.

EXEMPTIONS IN ADMINISTRATION BILL WEAEKEN NEUTRALITY

The administration bill in section 4 exempts food, clothing,
and medical supplies from quotas. The Nye-Clark-Maverick bill
does not. There may be an excuse for exempting medical
supplies.

ll;lztt. once food is exempted, for the benefit of the wheat, corn,
cattle, sheep, and other food producers, and clothing is exempted
for the benefit of the clothing producers, and workers of New
York, Philadelphia, and Baltimore, the door stands wide open, and
the engraved invitation is printed for all the oil people to ask
exemptions, for the copper people, the steel people, and all the
rest. We want no war boom in anything. Quotas providing
against abnormal exports should be put on everything except, per-
haps, medical supplies.

The administration bill, section 7 (b), allows American ships
to carry contraband through war zones, unless the President, in
his discretion, decides they had better not.

The Nye-Clark-Maverick bill makes it an offense for an Ameri-
can vessel to go through war zones with contraband.

The administration bill, in section 9, does not have the “cash
and carry” provisions of the Maverick bill. It does not make
shipments at the risk of foreign governments. It leaves them,
mildly, at the risk of American citizens. That is still leaving us
entangled with the risks that cargoes we sell will be torpedoed or
bombed from the air. It is very important to have that risk
completely carried by foreign governments or nationals, whereas,
if foreigners buy here for cash and take all risk and responsibility
we are not involved in the war at all.

The Maverick bill, section 7 (a), is mandatory and solely at the
risk of the { government. They come and get it and if
they lose it or have it torpedoed, we have no responsibility.

The administration bill does not make it unlawful for Ameri
citizens to involve the United States in war by traveling on the
ships of foreign be ts war zones. It simply makes
that travel at the risk of the individual citizen.

I believe that it should be unlawful for any American citizen
to travel on belligerent ships through war zones. No matter how
much we say “at your own risk”, the lives and destinies of 130,-
000,000 people are involved when such travel is permitted.

FINANCIAL TRANSACTIONS

There is also in nearly all of the bills before Congress a section
which concerns financial transactions with the belligerent govern-
ments. Section 5 of the administration bill makes it unlawful
for the sale of foreign securities of belligerents, and the same
is in section 9 of the Nye-Clark-Maverick bill. However, it does
appear that the provision in reference to temporary or usual com-
mercial transactions is weaker in the administration bill than in
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the other bill. The administration bill provides that the Presi-
dent may make certain exceptions as to so-called ordinary com-
mercial credits and short-time obligations in aid of legal trans-
actions, and of a character customarily used for commercial busi-
ness. The Nye bill provides that credit shall not be extended
over 6 months, and prevents the extension to any belligerent
state of any credits which might become long-term loans, and
prevents excessive foreign balances in American banks. I believe

that it will be just about the same as
securities; I think that was about the way of the World War,
that we started out by granting credits sufficient to develop a
to face the collapse of the boom unless
opened the doors for loans to belligerents. So we opened
outstanding reasons for our entering
the World War was the granting of loans and floating of securities
which led to an increasingly greater war boom, which would
have collapsed as soon as Allied credit went bad, or if they had
It happened, by accident, perhaps, that we entered
8 months before Allied credit went completely bad.

of the administration is better than it was when
August. I think that their step is far in advance
that's ever been done before. I believe that this is
of extreme importance. When we start talking about trade, that
is a thing more or less difficult to control, but the limitations on
and credits through the Federal Reserve Board, and through
Becurities and Exchange Commission can pretty well control
things. It seems to me that if in the World War we had
extended any credit, if we had not permitted the flotation
any securities, and had stayed out of it in that way; that is,
we had maintained greater economic isolation, as well as politi-
and military isolation, and had taken instead the trade of the
th American countries and the countries which had been
with England and European countries, that the probabili-
that we may never have gotten into the war, or at least,
not have been forced into it. In any event, we do know
we advanced, under the spur of profits, large amounts of
money or credit in terms of money for goods, and having to do so
war to protect the rights of one foreign belligerent to
arm its munition ships carrying munitions from America from
attack, although our own Secretary of State thought
that these munitions ships had no right to be armed. It seems
if we do not repeat this in the future, that we may be
ved from the results of it.

Both bills have prohibitions as to American vessels carrying
arms, various statements of risk in order to keep us out of
trouble, travel by American nationals on belligerent vessels, a
prohibition of the use of submarines from entering American
waters, and the establishment of a munitions-control board, with
power to license exports in peacetime as well as wartime.

I desire here to make certain specific references to the matter
of neutrality, in which objections have been made.

POSITION OF AMERICANS OF ITALIAN DESCENT

Let us first take Americans of Italian extraction. This is indeed
a difficult situation to discuss, and I wish to state it without any
emotional basis, and without any unfairness. In the World War,
Americans of German ‘extraction were as patriotic as any other
Americans. For Americans of German extraction then, like Ameri-
cans of Italian extraction now, to protest their Americanism is
unnecessary, I am already convinced of this. The hounding of
Germans during the World War and for some time thereafter,
of the term “hyphenated™ Americans was unjust; how-
reference to those of Italian extraction now, I have this

of these who claim to lead millions of Italians, some of
who claim to control “one, two, three, four, or five million
", others who speak before congressional committees, with the
obvious desire to put pressure on Congress asking preferential
treatment for Italy, are doing themselves, their own people, and the
cause of peace a disservice.

Many of these gentlemen insist that the present belligerents be
exempted from embargoes under American neutrality. I see no
reason for this. Suppose A should finally borrow money
and we should begin heavy selling to Abyssinia of various mate-
rials,. Would not Italy, like Germany, sink our ships? Would
not then any Italian-American who had taken active part in
claiming preferential treatment for Italy find himself in an
em

barrassing position?

I fear these people will subject Americans of Italian extraction
to humiliation and embarrassment. No person, by virtue of his
racial bac ., has any more right to speak than any others.
I the background that the Italian-Americans have of
culture, of the great history of Italy—but, by virtue of their hav-
ing an Italian background, I do mnot recognize their right to
dictate to Congress a course which may lead their country and
mine Into war, or which would be favorable to Italy as against
any other power. Hence, we should recognize all Americans from
the same viewpoint. Some Italian-Americans, in speaking of
neutrality, say that the United States of America would thereby
be working with the League of Nations in the matter of sanc-
tions. I desire it plainly understood that when we adopt neu-
trality, we are adopting a national policy to protect the United
States as far as that is possible by legislation.
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I frankly state that no racial groups, no matter how great,
should be recognized as such. I am not concerned with fascism
or communism in foreign countries. It is none of my business,
and neither is it the business of any other American citizen,
whatever his racial background. I want it understood that this
is not a jingo statement; not a statement intended to embarrass
any person of another racial background. It 1s merely that, as
Americans, we must be careful not to let the prejudices of racial
background enter into our concepts of law—and the Americans
of Italian extraction being patriotic, will of course not be misled.

ATTITUDES OF COMMERCIAL CLASSES

Now, to the second point, in reference to the objections of cer-
tain commercial classes. I have been told in letters and I have
heard in speeches that the policy of neutrality would be ruinous
to southern agriculture and industry. I take southern agriculture
and industry because I am from the South, and because my State
is the greatest cotton and oil area in the entire world. The people
of Texas do not want to make money at the expense of human
lives, and neither do any other people. The oll business foday,
from the exercise of proration, is at a very low ebb. Some wells
capable of producing 30,000 barrels a day are cut down to 30
barrels a day. It would be much more profitable if these oil wells
could produce a great deal more oil. But I am frank to say that
if the normal peacetime oil sales are permitted—that is, if the
proration is continued—that I can see no reason for complaint of
these people in the oil business. The same is true of the cotton
business. At the Foreign Policy Association meeting the other
day in New York City a man from a port city stopped me and said
that such a policy would ruin the “cotton industry” in the South—
he, of course, meant cotton speculators, not farmers. I asked
him if he wanted an increase to be sold to the belligerent powers,
and he said, of course, that he wanted that; that what concern
was it of ours what others did about war? That, of course, means
that this man had learned nothing from the World War. He was
a cotton speculator preceding the World War and saw us go into
the war on account of commercial transactions; he sees the Euro-
pean powers owe us money, which will never be pald—he saw all
the faults of that, and yet, he has learned mothing by it, and
wants to do it over again. Take the cotton farmers—but espe-
clally the wheat farmers of the Northwest.

The wheat farmers put in hundreds of thousands of new acres
of land, and now, this land which was temporarily used for war
supplies and sale of wheat is being blown and eroded away. Bo,
when we talk about the ruinous effect of neutrality on agricul-
ture, I cannot see it at all, because if we put an embargo on
munitions, and then put the usual agricultural products on the
basis of a quota system, where the people can sell as much as
they did before and no more, there is no reason for complaint
either by the people at home or those abroad.

Everyone is certain, I think, that the question of what kind of
foreign policy the United States shall have is the most important
that has faced this country in many, many years. The real issue
we are facing in Congress now is not whether the United States
shall support the collective system or follow a policy of isolation—
the real issue at the present moment in Washington is whether
the United States should try to stand on its old traditional “neu-
tral rights”, or whether it is going to give up some of those rights
along the lines which we are suggesting in the mew neutrality
legislation.

Suppose we go back to the old neutrality and insist upon our
rights to trade in all the war materials, to provide the instru-
ments of human destruction to belligerent nations. Is that go-
ing to help peace? Is that going to help international coopera-
tion? It is not. On the other hand, if we can succeed in get-
ting the new kind of neutrality, if we are willing to pay the price
of it, then we will have made an important contribution to peace
and lessened the danger of America’s involvement in war.

EXPOSITION CELEBRATION 1938, LOS ANGELES, CALIF,

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FORD of California. I yield.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
to revise and extend my remarks on the Puerto Rican bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Michigan?

There was no objection.

Mr. LAMBETH. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FORD of California. I yield.

Mr. LAMBETH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
to revise and extend my remarks made today during the
consideration of the Consent Calendar.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from North Carolina?

There was no objection. :

Mr. FORD of California. Mr. Speaker, I refuse to yield
further.

House Joint Resolution 164 provides merely that the Pres-
ident be authorized to invite foreign countries to participate
in an exposition to be held in Los eles in 1938 in cele-

bration of the bringing in to that city of water and power |
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from Boulder Dam. I am sure every Member of this House
is familiar with this gigantic engineering enterprise which
has been surpassed by only one or two other engineering
feats in the history of the world. We in Los Angeles feel
justified in requesting that the nations of the world be asked
to participate, because it is designed to show the other na-
tions just what a magnificent drama of development has
taken place in the great Southwest. The bringing in of a
vast stream of water from the Colorado River and the de-
velopment of a billion kilowatts of electrical energy will
transform this whole Southwest section into a great indus-
trial and commercial empire.

Mr. SNELL, Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for a
question?

Mr. FORD of California. I yield.

Mr. SNELL. In 1938 you will have completed 2 years of the
San Diego Exposition.

Mr. FORD of California. That is correct.

Mr. SNELL, San Francisco held an exposition a few years
ago and a resolution is pending for another exposition in San
Francisco, is there not?

Mr. FORD of California. Yes. '

Mr. SNELL. This makes four expositions for California
within a short space of time,

Mr. FORD of California. The gentleman from New York
calls attention to the fact there are four expositions projected
out in California. I should like to know what other section
of the country has enjoyed the rapid, vast, and important de-
velopment that has taken place in this southwest section?
We could hold an exposition every week and would be war-
ranted in doing it by the development that has taken place.

Mr. MAAS. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FORD of California. I yield.

Mr. MAAS. Does this resolution come to the House with
the endorsement of the administration, and is it in conformity
with the financial program of the President?

Mr, FORD of California, What does the gentleman mean
by that?

Mr. MAAS. Has it been approved by the administration?

Mr. FORD of California. No; I have not asked the admin-
istration to approve anything. Why should I?

Mr. MAAS. Bills usually go to a department. I assume
this bill went to the State Department. Is there a report on
the bill?

Mr. FORD of California. It is not nescessary. This bill
went to the Committee on Foreign Affairs and was reported
out by that committee a year ago.

Mr, BURNHAM. Mr, Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FORD of California. I yield.

Mr. BURNHAM. This resolution does not call for any
appropriation, does it?

Mr. FORD of California. It calls for no appropriation of
any kind.

Mr. BURNHAM. It will not cost the Government any-
thing? it

Mr. FORD of California. No.

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FORD of California. I yield.

Mr. RICH. Can the gentleman tell us where we are
going to get the money to finance this fair?

Mr. FORD of California. We are not going to get it from
Pennsylvania.

Mr. RICH. When you get money from the Federal Gov-
ernment, and that is the only place you will get it, one-
tenth of it comes from Pennsylvania, and these expenditures
have just about wrecked Pennsylvania and pretty nearly
every State in the North. We have got to stop contributing
to these things. That is the answer.

Mr. FORD of California. Let me tfell something about
this exposition, Mr. Speaker. We are going to build a set
of permanent buildings in the city of Los Angeles to hold
the exhibits which will be sent by the entire southwestern
section of the country. It will be there the year around, it
will be there from now on. It is not just a temporary thing
we have in contemplation, but a permanent exposition on
the order of the annual exposition in Toronto, Canada. Los
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Angeles has not asked, and we are not now asking, for any
money.

Mr. MILLARD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FORD of California. I yield.

Mr. MILLARD. Does the gentleman want the House to
believe that he is not going to ask for something later?

Mr. FORD of California. I have made my statement im
reference to that, and it stands.

Mr. BLOOM. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FORD of California. I yield to the gentleman from
New York.

Mr. BLOOM. The report on this bill states that this ex-
position will be participated in by the neighboring States of
Nevada, Utah, Arizona, and New Mexico.

Mr. FORD of California. Yes.

Mr. BLOOM. 8o it is not a California exposition ex-
clusively?

Mr. FORD of California. No.

Mr. BLOOM. It is an exposition which will be partici-
pated in by all Southwestern States?

Mr. FORD of California. Yes. It is for the purpose of
showing to the country and to the world just what that
great section out there has in the way of natural resources.

Mr. UMSTEAD. Will the gentleman yield? :

Mr. FORD of California. I yield to the gentleman from
North Carolina.

.Mr. UMSTEAD. The gentleman stated he would not ask
for an appropriation. Does he expect to come in later under
this authorization and ask for an appropriation?

Mr. FORD of California. I do not.

Mr. UMSTEAD. Does the gentleman expect that to be
done?

Mr. FORD of California. I do not know. I am not re-
sponsible for anybody else. I am telling the gentleman I
do not expect to.

Mr. UMSTEAD. Could the purpose of this resolution be
carried out without additional funds?

Mr. FORD of California. What funds?

Mr. UMSTEAD. Without a subsequent appropriation by
the Congress?

Mr. FORD of California. Of course it could.

Mr. UMSTEAD. Could the purpose of this resolution be
carried out without the appropriation of funds?

Mr. FORD of California. It could.

Mr, ZIONCHECK. If a Member now votes for this par-
ticular bill, does the gentleman feel that Member is under
obligation to vote for an appropriation later on?

Mr. FORD of California. I do not know anything about
an appropriation. I am not asking any obligations in con-
nection with this measure,

Mr. ZIONCHECK, I will vote for this bill, but I shall
vote against any appropriation for same, even to the extent
of $50.

Mr. FORD of California. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the
balance of my tirhe.

Mr. TABER. Mr, Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Minnesota [Mr. Maas].

Mr. MAAS, Mr. Speaker, the inference is that this reso-
lution will not involve any money. It is quite true the
resolution in and of itself does not call for an suthorization
nor an appropriation, but we certainly do not propose to
invite foreign governments over here and then not spend
money entertaining them. If we expect to do that it would
be better not to invite them at all. As a matter of fact,
we are going to spend money to entertain them, if we do
bring them over here, and we ought to be hospitable if they
come as our guests.

I should like to see this exposition a success, but I am
going to vote against this bill—first, because its success is
not dependent on foreign guests, and, second, because the
only time you ever put the brakes on spending money is
when it comes to the veterans. Is this going fo increase
the taxes? Are we going to have to have a new source of
taxes to pay for this exposition? You can find more ways
to spend money than you can to raise it; in fact, you have
hired a “brain trust” to go out and find new ways to spend
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money. But when it comes to the veterans we have to raise
gxgi:wemtold,ifwearetodoanythjngfortheveberans

Mr. LUNDEEN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MAAS. I yield to the gentleman from Minnesota.

Mr. LUNDEEN. I was going to suggest that these foreign
governments might send their payments on war debts over
with their representatives.

Mr. MAAS. I think that is a good idea. We might amend
this bill and invite them on condition that only those coun-
tries that paid their debts could come over. [Applause.]

Mr. Speaker, I think the time has come when we had bet-
ter think a little more about our own affairs at home. Let
us have these expositions among ourselves. I am going to
vote against any more of these appropriations so long as the
attitude prevails that you cannot find money to take care
of the veterans.

The gentleman from California said that this bill did not
have to go to any department. As a matter of fact it has
the approval of the administration, and I quote from the
report of the Foreign Affairs Committee:

Your committee has received information from the Department
of State that no objection is offered to the passage of the resolution.

If there is no objection, that means approval.

I think the veterans themselves will feel very keenly the
fact that the same administration that says it has no money
to pay their bonus, no money to take care of their adjusted
war pay, can spend several hundred thousand dollars to
entertain representatives of foreign governments for whom
they, the veterans, fought, and which countries will not even
pay the interest on their debts. If these foreign governments
would pay the interest on their debts, we would have plenty
of money to take care of the veterans’ bonus.

Mr. SCOTT. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MAAS, I yield to the gentleman from California.

Mr. SCOTT. The gentleman does not for a minute mean
that we are going to have to stop all legislation until we pass
all the veterans’ legislation? Does he mean we cannot pass
anything until we have done everything the veterans want?

Mr. MAAS. I mean spending money on foreign govern-
ments for entertainment, We should not do that until we
take care of our own people,

Mr, FORD of California. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, MAAS. I yield to the gentleman from California.

Mr. FORD of California. The gentleman voted in favor of
something like $13,000,000 for the Minnesota fire claims that
had been paid before?

Mr. MAAS. Oh, they had not been paid before. The gen-
tleman is misinformed. Under a previous Democratic admin-
istration these people were forced figuratively at the point
of a gun to take less than 50 percent of the value of their
property by the Government's own appraisals. I am not
using my figures at all, but the Government’s own figures.

Mr. ZIONCHECK. And that was during a Republican
administration?

Mr. MAAS. No.

Mr, ZIONCHECK. Under what administration was it?

Mr. MAAS. Under the administration of President Wilson.

Mr. ZIONCHECK. What years?

Mr. MAAS. The fire happened in 1918.

Mr. ZIONCHECK. But when were the guns put on these
people?

Mr. FORD of California. In 1921.

Mr. KNUTSON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MASS. I yield to my colleague from Minnesota.

Mr. KNUTSON. The first settlement of these fire claims
was forced by the Railroad Administration appointed by
President Wilson.

Mr. MAAS., Absolutely.

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the gentle-
man from New York [Mr. SNeLL].

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, I appreciate very well the fact
it is useless for anyone at this time to oppose any reckless
expenditure. I appreciate the fact that this is an era of
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unprecedented spending, and as far as I know, it has never
been equalled in the history of the American Congress.

Now, with a proposition from your own President here
to raise $2,500,000,000 of extra taxes, and he says it is up
to you to do it, it would seem to me you would have just
a little bit of responsibility about the spending of this
money. This is the second time this afternoon we have
had a suspension for the purpose of spending more money.

Let us now get to the real history of these expositions. I
will not say everyone but nearly everyone I can remember
has always come in here, first, with an authorization, and
the man who presented the authorization has always said,
“This does not require any money”, but a little later, after
a year or so, someone from his locality or State, a different
man, presents a resolution calling for a certain amount of
appropriation and the argument is always used, mind you,
this is the argument that is always used, “The Federal
Government has gone on record as approving this exposition,
it has invited foreign countries to participate, and it would
not be fair to them if we did not participate ourselves.”

This is the situation, and you might just as well have
put the appropriation in the original resolution, because it
is absolutely sure to come, and when you consider we have
just extended for another year the appropriation to take
care of San Diego, Calif., providing for the same facilities
they have there for their exposition, which will last 2 years,
with cne on deck for San Francisco, although we had one
at San Francisco only a few years ago, it really is going
teo far.

I do not suppose it will have any effect, but, for one, I
am standing for what I think is right, and I think, to a cer-
tain extent, we should guard the expenditure of the tax-
payers’ money.

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. FORD of California. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 minutes
to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. McFARLANE].

Mr. McFARLANE. Mr. Speaker, I am heartily in favor of
this resolution. Since hearing the remarks of our Republi-
can friends, I am more convinced than ever that the real
intent of this resolution is correct. We might as well be
frank and perfectly candid about this proposition. There is
not any use in trying to mislead anyone. If this resolution
is passed it will authorize the President to invite these for-
eign countries and others interested to a celebration of the
completion of the Boulder Dam project. This ought to be
done. It is a worthy and worth-while undertaking.

This is a celebration of a power project that is going to
mean much to the country and to the area involved. This
section of the couniry has gone along with us in the other
parts of the program, and we ought to go along with them.
Of course, our Republican friends cannot see going along at
all on any proposition, but I think this is a worth-while
project, and it ought to receive the support of everybody on
this side of the aisle.

The President ought to be authorized to invite all of these
foreign countries over here to this celebration. It is a cele-
bration that will be worth while in helping the under dog, the
forgotten man, the fellow who needs it. It is going to bring
cheaper power to him, give more power to the people who
need power—irrigation and reclamation—and more consid-
eration to the people who have been forgotten and absolutely
overlooked by the Republican administration throughout its
entire history. I hope the Democratic side of the aisle will
will go down the line and vote for this proposition.

Mr. MAAS. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. McFARLANE. I yield.

Mr. MAAS. Who do you mean should go along with
whom? [Laughter.]

Mr. McFARLANE. I mean that the gentlemen on this side
of the aisle, whom you could not understand at all, ought to
go along with this proposition.

Mr. MAAS. I admit that.

Mr. McFARLANE. Of course, the power issue is involved
in this, and the Power Trust will be very strong in oppos-
ing it.
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Mr. MAAS. I thought you meant the foreign governments
have gone along with us in spending our money.

Mr. McFARLANE. Oh, no; I do not believe you thought
any such thing. In conclusion, let me urge you all to vote
for this measure. The Boulder Dam is a great engineering
accomplishment, and the nations of the world ought to be
invited to attend this big celebration. They ought to be
allowed to see how much real progress we have made under
this administration on projects of this kind driving toward
the accomplishments of cheaper power, better and safer
farming conditions for the country, and adequate water sup-
ply for the people of that section of the Nation.

" Mr. FORD of California. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 minutes
to the gentleman from New York [Mr. O'CoxNorl.

Mr. O'CONNOR. Mr. Speaker, the only reason I speak for
this exposition is because there have been expositions pre-
viously, and there will be more to come.

There is no great economy in opposing these expositions,
even if there is no money in the present resolution. Back
under a Republican administration we gave some millions to
Philadelphia. I think about $3,000,000. I do not think the
exposition was ever completed.

This exposition is for Los Angeles. There is another in
San Francisco, for which the gentleman from California [Mr.
McGroarTy] has introduced a resolution, and shortly there
will be one for New York. They do not cost the Govern-
ment one penny. I am not so foolish as to say there will
not be an appropriation for this exposition. There should
be. When the Government gets through, with the gate ad-
missions, the concessions, the commemorative stamps issued
by the Post Office Department, the Government will make
more than it expends. - That will be the case in Los Angeles,
San Francisco, and New York. [Applause.]

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the gentle-
man from Ohio [Mr, JENKINS]. .

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I should like to make
this observation, and that is that in spending this money it
is not going to be a small sum. If anybody votes for this
bill, they must do it not with the idea that it is going to be
any small sum like $10,000. He knows that it will be a large
sum, as we have appropriated in the past. I remember the
exposition at Philadelphia, and we had a big fight on if. I
do not know of any of these fairs that.have paid the expenses
except the one at Chicago. That, I understand, paid for
itself. That was a great exposition, and it was in a great
place. This will cost a million dollars, perhaps $2,000,000.

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to the gentle-
man from Michigan [Mr. HoFFrMan].

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Texas
[Mr. McFarLanE] said that we never go along with the Presi-
dent. He is not quite right about that. Just the other day
the President said something about levying more taxes. I
do not know how all the gentlemen on this side feel about
it, but for one I am willing to pay as we go and impose the
necessary taxes now. New taxes must be levied some time,
and if we pay as we spend the extravagance will end. We
passed the bonus legislation. We always get together when
it is a matter of appropriation that is easy. We will, I think,
pass the Frazier-Lemke bill and that means three billion
dollars more. In a little caucus the other day, on Satur-
day morning, evidently called for the purpose of finding ways
and means to pay the bonus, those there were somewhat like
the boy who had a cat by the tail but did not know what to
do with it. We passed the bonus, but now there is difficulty in
getting the money. Some one suggested we issue some new
money against the gold now on hand, and then in the Sunday
morning papers we learn that we do not have that gold,
that it is all tied up, all earmarked, so we cannot do that.
Spending must stop some time. Now is as good a time as
any. This resolution means more money, and as the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Rical will say, “Where are
you going to get the money?” Are you going to get it out
of that gold fund, or just how will you get it? We will go
along with the President—I' will change that and say the
people in my district will be glad to have the Government do
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as they do at home, and that is “pay as you go.” Pay as you
spend. We will go one step farther. If there is a message
up there on the desk now asking for the repeal of the cot-
ton act and the tobacco act and the potato act, I rather
suspect that this side will go along with that also.

Mr. KEVALE. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HOFFMAN, Yes.

Mr, KEVALE, When the gentleman speaks about the little
boy having a cat by the tail—

Mr. HOFFMAN. Obh, two cats by the tail, the bonus bill
and the Frazier-Lemke bill

Mr. EVALE. AndIsaytothegentlemanthatitwegej.
a few more names to that petition up there we will have the
Rules Committee by the tail.

Mr. HOFFMAN. And then, as Mr. RicH says, “Where are
you going to get the money?” How will you find the funds
to pay, to make good the appropriations? Only through new
printing-préss greenbacks or higher taxes—new taxes. Have
you on that side the courage to follow the President on this
sound suggestion—that we begin to think of pay day? Re-
grettable he did not think of that when he asked and
received the $4,880,000,000. We should stop spending now,
if not before.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Mich-
jgan has expired.

Mr. TABER. I yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from
Pennsylvania [Mr. Ricr].

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, where are you going to get the
money? That may seem like a foolish question, but it is not.
1 have nothing against Los Angeles or any of the other Cali-
fornia towns that want to have a fair; but I tell you that
within the last 5 or 6 years—3 years of a Republican ad-
ministration and 3 years of a Democratic administration—
if you look at the statements from the Treasury Depart-
ment, you will wonder where we are going. You are putting
this country in a position where we are building on sand.
We are putting ourselves in a position where we are going
to lead to the greatest fall the Nation has ever seen. You
may not think about this expenditure of vast sums, but it
seems to be the proper political thing to do if you want to
come back to Washington.

You ought to have greater respect for your country than
to sink it into the depths of financial ruin. This is a very,
very serious thing. Where are you going to get the money
is a slogan that each of you ought to take to heart. Why
are the people leaving the Treasury Department? What is
the reason that Mr. Awalt resigned this last week, and what
is the reason the other strong men are going out? Ii is
because of fear in their own minds they are not going to be
able to handle the situation. And yet you men come around
here and vote for any expenditure of funds; but when it
comes to doing what your President requests of you, to vote
for taxes, you will be like a bunch of sheep—you will all
run away. You will not stand up and back him. You will
do as you did with the bonus vote last week. You will all
run away from him. The time is coming, and it is coming
very soon, when he is going to say, “I want you to raise
money”; and when that time comes, what are you going to
do? Are you going to desert him? It is the most serious
time in the history of this Nation. I tell you it is time for
you to think. Let us be sensible about this right now. If
you permit this bill to go through, you know it will require
additional funds. With an already overburdened Treasury
and with an overburdened people, you must give considera-
tion to the fact of whether you are going to tax them or
put the charge on future generations.

Mr. FORD of California. Mr. Speaker, I yield the re-
mainder of my time to the gentleman from New York [Mr,
Broom].

Mr. BLOOM. I should like to bring to the attention of the
Members that, unless this resolution is passed, it will be
impossible for the State of California to invite foreign na-
tions to participate in this exposition. There is only one
way by which a foreign nation can be asked to participate
in any celebration that is held in the United States, and
that is through the State Department. Unless the invitation
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does come from the State Department, no other department
of the Government, whether local or State or anything else,
has a right to invite a foreign nation to participate. So it
is the usual procedure to first ask the nations of the world
to participate. As far as the expenditure of money is con-
cerned, of course this resolution calls for no expenditure of
any kind. But it is just the reverse, because, if you invite
foreign nations to participate in any exposition that occurs
in this country, they come here and spend their money.
They erect buildings and will pay the expense of installing
their exhibits, so it is just the reverse. The United States
does not have to spend one cent for foreign participation in
any exposition.

Mr. ENUTSON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BLOOM. I shall be glad to yield.

Mr. ENUTSON. It is my information that Unecle Sam
will have $100,000,000 invested in Boulder Dam by the time
the water is ready to be turned on. Now, as I understand,
it is proposed to spend a couple of million dollars to cele-
brate the flow of the $100,000,000.

Mr. BLOOM. If I am not mistaken, the gentleman from
Minnesota voted for that at the time, and he should have
thought of it then.

Mr. ENUTSON. I did, but I do not think we ought to
celebrate a debauch.

Mr. BLOOM. Then the gentleman should say “I do
think” instead of “I do not think.”

Mr. COLDEN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BLOOM. I shall be glad to yield.

Mr. COLDEN. Does not the gentleman believe it would
be very fine for the United States to invite Mexico, the
Central American Republics, and the South American coun-
tries to participate in this exposition?

Mr. BLOOM. No one can invite any foreign country to
participate, except through the State Department. That is
what this resolution provides. It does nothing else except
authorize the President of the United States, through the
proper channels, to invite foreign governments to partici-
pate. That is all it does,

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BLOOM. I shall be delighted to yield.

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. One of the speakers said there
would be a later authorization for entertainment. There is
nothing in this resolution whatever for entertainment?

Mr, BLOOM. No; nothing of the kind, May I say this:
‘When an appropriation is made for any exposition in this
country, that appropriation is made for the exhibits of the
Government departments. That money does not go to the
exposition company for its own use. It is for the erection
of a building to exhibit the different things pertaining to
the Government of the United States. It has nothing to do
with the local exposition at all.

Mr. BACON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BLOOM. I shall be glad to yield.

Mr. BACON. As far as I can make out, we are going to
have an international exposition at Los Angeles, San Fran-
cisco, and New York, all at approximately the same time.
If we invite the nations to participate in all three of those
expositions within a period of a year and a half or 2 years,
they probably will decline all of the invitations.

Mr. BLOOM. I do not agree with the distinguished gen-
tleman from New York, for this reason: If they have their
exhibits in this country, whether it be at Los Angeles or
San Francisco or New York, they will then transfer their
exhibits from one city to the other. I think they will be
more likely to exhibit when they can bring their exhibits
here at one cost or one expense, and then be able to frans-
fer them from one city to the other. They would be more
likely to take advantage of that, instead of not coming here
to exhibit at all.

Mr. BACON. Will the gentleman yield further?

Mr. BLOOM. I yield.

Mr. BACON. Does not the gentleman think it would have
been more appropriate to invite the nations of the world to
celebrate the repeal of prohibition rather than the bringing
of water into Los Angeles? [Laughter.]
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Mr. DONDERO. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BLOOM. I yield to the gentleman from Michigan.

Mr. DONDERO. What does the gentleman think of the
proposition of inviting a foreign government to pay its own
expenses of participating in this exposition, and we will
credit them on account of what they owe us? Let them
advance the money.

Mr. BLOOM. That question cannot be answered, of course.
Furthermore, if the gentleman would only remember that you
cannot get these people to continue to do business with you
if you always keep on insulting them. I think this question
had better be stricken from the Recorp, because it does not
belong in these proceedings. If we are going to invite them,
let us do so in the right way, without first making them think
there is an insult attached to the invitation.

Mr. ZIONCHECK. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BLOOM. I yield.

Mr. ZIONCHECK. The last exhibits of a foreign country I
saw at a fair were nothing more than merchandise-vending
institutions, foreign countries coming to this country to sell
merchandise and make 5 little money. I do not think this is
the right attitude. I think they should be informed now that
if they want to make exhibits, they should let them be ex-
hibits and not make them for the purpose of dragging away
a few dimes and nickels.

Mr. BLOOM. I could answer the gentleman’s question, but
I do not think I better. ,

Mr. ZIONCHECK. I do not think the gentleman can.

Mr. BLOOM. It may astonish the gentleman, but I can.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance of my time,

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, I think there has been enough
demonstration here of the fact that this is an overstepping
of bounds in the spending of money and that the Members
will not vote for this resolution. This means, practically,
participation in and financial support by the Federal Gov-
ernment in a celebration on the west coast. I am perfectly
willing that occasionally any part of the country should
have an exposition with a reasonable expenditure by the
Federal Government. But every time such a resolution as
this has been adopted it has been followed by a large ex-
penditure of money, and this money has not come back to
the Treasury. This resolution will be followed up by another
resolution appropriating money, and the money will be ap-
propriated, because we cannot stop a thing like this unless
we stop it at the source and stop the first resolution. This is
where the camel gets his nose under the tent. If the camel
is not to get his nose under the tent we must defeat this
resolution right here.

Mr. FORD of California. Mr. Speaker, I move the pre-
vious question.

The previous question was ordered.

The SPEAKER. The question is, Shall the rules be sus-
pended and the House joint resolution be passed?

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by ]

Mr, SneLL) there were—ayes 73, noes 65.

Mr. FORD of California. Mr. Speaker, I object to the
vote on the ground there is not & quorum present.

The SPEAKER. Evidently there is not a quorum present.
The Doorkeeper will close the doors, the Sergeant-at-Arms
will notify absent Members, and the Clerk will call the roll.

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 147, nays
119, not voting 164, as follows:

[Roll No. 15]

YEAS—147
Bankhead Cooley Duncan Granfleld
Beiter Cooper, Tenn. Eagle Greever
Bell Costello Eckert Gregory
Blermann Cox Eicher Hamlin
Bland Cravens Englebright Hancock, N. C.
Blanton Creal Evans Healey
Bloom Crosby Faddls Hennings
Boland Cross, Tex Farley Hill, Enute
Brown, Ga. Crosser, Ohio Holmes
Brown, Mich Cullen Fiesinger Imhoff
Burnham Daly Jacobsen
Cannon, Mo Deen Ford, Calif Jenckes, Ind
Carter Delaney Gasque Johnson, Okla.
Chapman Dies Gavagan Johnson, Tex
Cochran Gearhart Johnson, W, Va.
Colden Duffy, N. Y. Gilldea Jones

Kloeb
Eniffin
Eopplemann
Kramer
Evale
Lanham

Larrabee
Lea, Calif.
Lewis, Colo.
Lucas
Lundeen
McClellan
MecCormack
McFarlane
McGehee
McGrath
McEeough
McLaughlin
McReynolds
McSwain
Mahon

Andresen
Andrew, Mass.

Andrews, N. Y.

Arends
Ashbrook
Bacon
Beam
Binderup
Blackney
Brewster
Buckbee

Buckler, Minn.

Burdick

So (two-thirds not having voted in favor thereof) the res<«
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Marcantonio Rankin
Martin, Colo, Rayburn
Massingale Robertson
Maverick .Robinson, Utah
Rogers, N. H.
Murdock Rudd
O'Connell Banders, Tex
O'Connor Scott
O'Day Sears
O'Leary Secrest
Owen Shanley
Parks Smith, Conn
Patton Smith, W. Va.
Peterson, Fla Sunyder, Pa.
Peterson, Ga. Spence
Pettengill Starnes
Pittenger Btubbs
Rabaut Bumners, Tex.
Ramsay Sutphin
Ramspeck Terry
Randolph Thomason
NAYS—119
Fletcher Lehlbach
Focht Lewis, Md.
Ford, Miss, Lord
Gassaway Luckey
Ludlow
Gilchrist McAndrews
Goodwin McLean
Gray, Pa. McMillan
Griswold Maas
Guyer Main
Gwynne Mapes
Halleck Marshall
Hancock, N. Y Martin, Mass
Harlan Mason
Harter May
Hess Meeks
Hobbs Michener
Hoffman Millard
Hollister Mitchell, Tenn.
Hope Moritza
Houston O'Brien
Huddleston Patterson
Hull Pearson
Jenkins, Ohio Perkins
Eenney Polk
Kingzer Powers
Enutson Ransley
Eoclalkowskl Reece
Lambertson Reed, IIL.
Lambeth Reed, N. Y.
NOT VOTING—164
Curley Higgins, Conn,
Darden Higgins, Mass.
Dear Hildebrandt
Dempsey Ala.
DeRouen Hill, Samuel B
Dickstein Hoeppel
Dietrich Hook
Dingell Eahn
Disney Kee
Ditter Eeller
Dobbins Eelly
Dockweiler Eennedy, Md
Dorsey Eennedy, N. ¥
Doughton Eerr
Doxey Kleberg
Drewry
Driver Lee, Okla.
Dunn, Miss, Lemke
Dunn, Pa. Lesinski
Edmiston McGroarty
Ekwall McLeod
Ellenbogen Maloney
Fenerty Mansfield
Fernandez Mead
Fish Merritt, Conn
Merritt, N. Y
Frey Miller
Fuller Mitchell, TI1.
Fulmer Montague
Gambrill Montet
Gifford Moran
Gillette Mott
Gingery Nelson
Goldsborough Nichols
Gray, Ind. Norton
Green Oliver
Greenway O'Malley
Greenwood O'Neal
Haines Palmisano
Hart Parsons
Hartley Patman

olution was rejected.
The Clerk announced the following additional pairs:
Until further notice:

Mr. Warren with Mr. Wadsworth.
Mr. Buchanan with Mr. Bacharach.,
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Greenwood with Mr. Cooper of Ohlo.
Sullivan with Mr. Ditter.

Oliver with Mr, Gifford.

Bulwinkle with Mr, Hartley.

Fulmer with Mr, McLeod.

Fuller with Mr. Risk.

Corning with Mr., Wilson of Pennsylvania.
Driver with Mr. Short.

Vinson of Georgia with Mr. Merritt of Connecticut.
Drewry with Mr. Fish.

Taylor of Colorado with Mr. Crowther,

oodruff.
Lamneck with Mr. Plumley.
Kerr with Mr. Finerty.
Kennedy of New York with Mr. Culkin,
Woodrum with Mr. Bolton.
Mansfield with Mr. Lemke.
Kelly with Mr. Stewart.
Boehne with Mr. Amlie.
Boylan with Mr. of Connecticut.
Maloney with Mr, Cavicchia.
Disney with Mr. Ekwall.
Crowe with Mr. Collins.
Babath with Mr, Boileau.
Connery with Mr. Schnelder of Wisconsin.
Smith of Virginia with Mr. Withrow.
Miller with Mr. Frey.
Dockweller with Mr. Eeller.
Richards with Mr. Caldwell.
Gillette with Mr. Barden.
Dietrich with Mr. O'Neal.
. Norton with Mr. Thom.
Doxey with Mr. Stack.
Celler with Mr. Cummings.
Reilly with Mr. Claiborne.
Cary with Mr. Higgins of Massachusetts.
Parson with Mr. Pfeifer.
Gingery with Mr. Boykin.
Lee of Oklahoma with Mr., Somers of New York.
Dorsey with Mr. Merritt of New York.
Chandler with Mr. Eennedy of Maryland.
Buck with Mr. Pierce.
Hart with Mr. Berlin.
Sisson with Mr. Carmichael.
McGroarty with Mr. Hook.
Flannagan with Mr. Richardson.
Montet with Mr. Ellenbogen.

Clark of North Carolina with Mr. Sanders of Loulsiana,
Kee with Mr. Gray of Indiana.

Ayres with Mr. Barry.

. Greenway with Mr. Ryan.

Dingell with Mr. Nichols.

Sirovich with Mr. Brennan.

Peyser with Mr. Green.

Goldsborough with Mr. Buckley.

Smith of Washington with Mr. Cartwright.
Clark of Idaho with Mr, DeRouen.

Burch with Mr. Fernandez.

Shannon with Mr. Dunn of Mississippi.
Citron with Mr. Dear.

Aaddd i A A

Kleberg with Mr. Dobbins,

Mr. CocaraN, Mr, BeLn, and Mr. CannoN of Missouri
changed their votes from “nay” to “yea.”

Mr. ScHULTE changed his vote from “yea” to “nay.”

Mr, LUDLOW. Mr. Speaker, I announce that my col-
league the gentleman from Indiana, Mr. CROWE, is unavoid-
ably detained from the Chamber this afternoon.

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded.

The doors were opened.

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE

Mr. HOBBS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
proceed for one-half minute.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Alabama?

There was no objection

Mr. HOBBS. Mr. Speaker, on last Friday I was present
in the Chamber waiting a roll-call vote. Before my name
was reached I was called to the other end of the Avenue on
-official business for constituents and did not return in time
to answer the roll call. I desire simply to make this state-
ment in explanation of my inability to vote.
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES—REPEAL

OF CERTAIN ACTS

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following mes-

sage from the President of the United States which was.
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read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the
Committee on Agriculture:

To the Congress:

I recommend to the Congress the prompt repeal of the
act of April 21, 1934, as amended, known as the “Bankhead
Cotton Act”; of the act of June 28, 1934, as amended, known
as the “Kerr-Smith Tobacco Act”; and of title IT of the act
of August 24, 1935, known as the “Potato Act of 1935.”
This recommendation is made because of the termination
of the programs of agricultural production adjustment un-
der the act of May 12, 1933, as amended, known as the “Agri-
cultural Adjustment Act”, to which the three acts mentioned
were auxiliary.

FRANELIN D. ROOSEVELT.

TaE WHiTE HOUSE, February 3, 1936.

CLAIM OF HOMER BRETT, AMERICAN CONSUL

S
The SPEAKER laid before the House the following fur-
ther message from the President of the United States, which
was read, and, with accompanying papers, referred to the
Committee on Claims;

To the Congress of the United States:

I enclose herewith a report which the Secretary of State
has addressed to me in regard to a claim of Homer Brett,
Esq., American consul at Rotterdam, Netherlands, for the
sum of $116.58, such sum representing the unrecovered
amount stolen when, on the night of September 27, 1935,
burglars entered the Consulate with a false key to the front
door and with a powerful tool cut open the back of the
safe and abstracted therefrom the iron cash box containing
such money.

In view of the fact that the funds were in a locked iron
cash box enclosed in a safe provided by the Government, it
is apparent that no negligence can properly be imputed to
Consul Brett, and since he made good the loss so occa-
sioned, I recommend that an appropriation in the amount
suggested by the Secretary of State be authorized in order
to relieve this officer of the Government of the burden such
loss has occasioned.

AT ROTTERDAM,

FRANRLIN D. ROOSEVELT.
TrE WHITE HOUSE, February 3, 1936.

(Enclosures: Report of Secretary of State, with enclo-
sures.)

ANNUAL REPORT OF ASSISTANT DIRECTOR GENERAL OF RAILROADS
FOR 1935 (H. DOC. NO. 403)

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following further
message from the President of the United States, which was
read, and, with the accompanying report, referred to the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce and ordered
printed:

To the Congress of the United States:

I transmit herewith for the information of the Congress
the annual report of the Assistant Director General of Rail-
roads for the calendar year 1935.

FrANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT.

THE WHITE Hovsx. February 3, 1936.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. WHITE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent’ to
extend my remarks in the Recorp and to include at this
point a resolution adopted by the Committee on Irrigation
and Reclamation commending the work of Dr. Mead.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Idaho?

There was no objection.

The resolution referred to is as follows:

The following resolution was adopted at a special meeting of the
Committee on Irrigation and Reclamafion, House of Representa-
tives, on January 28, 1936:

In the passing of Dr. Elwood Mead, Commissioner of Reclama-
tion, this committee lost a faithful and conscientious associate in
reclamation endeavors. His broad experience, good judgment, and
wise counsel proved valuable to the committee in its deliberations.

-Mindful of his long association with the problems of reclama-
tion, and his constructive work on behalf of irrigation, the mem=
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bers gratefully record its appreciation of him by adopting the
following: Be it
Resolved, That we, the members of the House Committee on
Irrigation and Reclamation, attest to the inspiration and support
brought to its deliberations by Commissioner Elwood Mead; be
it further
Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be recorded in the
minutes of the committee, and that a copy be sent to Dr.
Mead's family as a testimonial of our sincere appreciation of his
usefulness, not only as an official of the Government, but also as
a friend and adviser.
Henry E, Stusss, Chairman.
WirLiam A, EXWALL,
Jorn J, DEMPSEY,
Erecutive Committee.
ComproN I. WHITE, Chairman.

Epwarp C. HaLL,
Clerk.

JUNIOR AIR RESERVE, REVISED NAME, “AIR "ESERVE TRAINING CORPS”

Mr. McSWAIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
to extend my remarks in the Recorp on H. R. 10662, a bill
to set up the air reserve training corps, commonly known
as the Junior Air Corps, and to include therein brief ex-
tracts from a number of letters which I have received com-
mendatory of that proposal.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from South Carolina?

There was no objection,

Mr. McSWAIN. Mr. Speaker, I respectfully call atiention
to H. R. 10662, which I am appending hereto as a part of
my remarks for the information of the Congress and the
country. The purpose of this bill is to provide a reservoir
of young men instructed in the ground school work of flying,
called aerodynamics, and involving the mechanics of aircraft
construction and repair, and also with ability to fly aircraft,
so that the young men in this reservoir, which in a few years
should number perhaps 20,000 or 30,000, may be called into
the service and quickly trained into military pilots for the
defense of the Nation.

THE PLAN WILL EMPLOY THE VOLUNTEER SPIRIT

The basic idea of this plan is to utilize for the Govern-
ment the enthusiasm which all boys and young men now
feel and manifest toward aviation. The records of the
Department of Commerce, in the Bureau of Air Commerce,
show that approximately 24,000 student pilot permits or
licenses are outstanding. These young men are studying
aviation and learning to fly at their own expense, and some
of them are taking training in schools and colleges devoted
exclusively to instruction in the principles and practices of
aviation. If we can organize and direct this enthusiasm
of young men for aviation, and standardize their training,
and also classify them as to their aptitude and proficiency,
it will save the Government vast sums of money that might
be expended in trying to train perfectly raw and green re-
cruits, and will also save weeks, if not months, of valuable
time.

Mr. Speaker, while it is frue that we are short on air-
craft for the Army and the Navy, and more especially are
we short on aircraft necessary for the training of the
Organized Air Reserves and for the National Guard, yet
we are also short on flying personnel necessary to meet a
major emergency. If is true that we have in the Air Corps
about 1,300 officers and probably 1,200 of them are now
flying officers, yet many of them are beyond the age for
effective combat duty in time of war, and most of them
would have to be employed in insfruction and in adminis-
tration and in high command in the event of an emergency.
It is also true that we have approximately 3,000 Air Reserve
officers, but only about 1,400 of them are sufficiently up-to-
date in their training to be able to function as combat
pilots. It also appears that about one-third of this 1,400
are war-time pilots and must very soon pass out of the
picture completely as combat pilots. One-third of the 1,400
are graduates of the Air Corps training center at San An-
tonio, Tex., and will be for 10 or 15 years available for
combat duty, but must be constantly trained. The remain-
ing third of this 1,400 officers have been commissioned di-
rectly from civil life as the result of the training which they
received in schools and colleges teaching aviation. The pre-

Attest:
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sumption is that most of this remaining one-third are young
men and will for several years be available for an emergency.
AIR FORCE MUST BE STRONGEST AT OUTEREAK OF WAR

But, Mr. Speaker, since air power is the first line of de-
fense, and since we wish to insure as nearly as possible vic=
tory in the initial stages of any assault upon us, we must
strengthen our air defense in both matériel equipment and in
flying personnel so that in order to beat down any attack
by air we may feel free to expend our personnel even in
desperate resistance, realizing that we can quickly, if not
instantly, replace them from our Reserves and from our sec-
ond line of Reserves. For illustration, the 1,200 Regular
Army pilots, being nearly all devoted to administrative and
instructional work, can be augmented at the initial stages of
war by approximately 1,000 Reserve officers able to function
in combat. This will undoubtedly mean less than 2,000
thoroughly trained pilots, and I think we all have agreed
that 3,000 airplanes should be our 5-year objective. I think,

therefore, we should always have at least 3,000 young and

well-trained pilots in both the Regular Army and in the

Reserves. We should have from 20,000 to 30,000 young men

whose qualifications are already ascertained, whose names

and addresses are well known, who are thoroughly familiar

with aircraft, its construction and repair, and who have

;!ready had solo experience ranging from 50 hours to 400
OUurs.

Mr. Speaker, some may think that these figures are ex-
travagant. We do not hesitate to speak of mobilizing an army
of 1,000,000 or 2,000,000 men. Thirty thousand is but an in-
finitesimal fraction of 2,000,000. The initial stages of air
combat will be savagely fierce. Each side will strive fiercely
and furiously for the mastery. This will result in the attri-
tion of planes and pilots in large numbers. In such an emer-
gency we can put all existing aircraft factories at work on
24-hour duty, enlarge them if necessary, triple and quad-
ruple their working forces, and turn out in them all scores
of planes a day. It would not be wise to construct in ad-
vance of war the very large number of planes we would prob-
ably need. As we hope war will be long deferred, the planes
themselves would probably be obsolete and useless. But the
human element must also not be neglected; probably we can
build planes faster than we can train green and inexperienced
youngsters into combat pilots. It is the part of prudence dur-
ing these years of peace to ascertain through this Air Reserve
Training Corps which of our young men have the knowledge
and experience necessary to be quickly whipped into combat
pilots. My plan proposes to do this with practically no ex-
pense to the Government. It will help the private flying
schools and it will also indirectly help the industry. Every
aircraft factory is a potential arsenal. Every private flying
school is an actual school of preparation for defense. By
keeping the names, the addresses, and qualifications of the
successful classes of young men in all the approved schools
in the records of the War Department, those best gualified
for flying can be immediately put upon training for combaf
flying.

Those best qualified for ground work, as mechanics, as
repair men, and so forth, can be assigned to that kind of
service. We will need large numbers of both kinds. If we
should need a total of 30,000 pilots in a major emergency, we
would certainly need 150,000 mechanics having a knowledge
of aviation and a knowledge of aerodynamics and familiar
with the details of aircraft construction and repair.

IDEA OF R. O. T. C. EXTENDED AND AFPLIED

Mr. Speaker, I am simply seeking to apply to this new
branch of warfare—to wit, aviation—the idea and funda-
mental principle which prompted the Congress in the Na-
tional Defense Act of 1920 fo set up the Reserve Officers’
Training Corps. There are 115 schools and colleges where
senior units of the R. O. T. C. now function, with a total
enrollment of about 72,000. There are 139 junior units in
junior institutions not having the advanced course. In these
junior units there are now enrolled about 53,000 boys. It is
interesting to note that since 1920, 76,201 young men have
graduated from the senior R. O. T. C. units. These young
men now constitute the overwhelming majority of the active
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Reserve officers. The wartime Reserve officers are fast pass-
ing out of the picture. Since we realize that 95 percent of
the officers leading the combat units of the ground forces in
time of major war must be Reserve officers, we can realize
what these 76,000 R. O. T. C. graduates now mean to national
defense. In addition to the 76,000 graduates, about 22,000
other college students were enrolled in the senior units, but,
for some reason—perhaps physical defects or failure to at-
tend the camp of instruction—they did not receive their
commissions as Reserve officers. But most of these 22,000
are potential officers in the event of an emergency.

In addition, 429,670 young men in our military colleges
and in our ordinary colleges and universities have received
military instruction in the basic courses. All of these
429,670 have received a training far more valuable to them
and to the country than two or three terms of Citizens’
Military Training Corps camps. Therefore, all of these
young men are potential noncommissioned officers in the
event of an emergency. Their names are known, their qual-
ifications recorded, and I think we should keep track of
changes in their addresses, so that in the event of an emer-
gency they might be readily employed as noncommissioned
officers in helping fo train the absolutely raw recruits from
the farm and from the factory, from the store and the bank,
from the countinghouse and the clearing house. All of this
vast fraining of these more than a quarter million young
men has cost the Government only $54,882,871.10.

Now, Mr. Speaker, if in the course of a few years, through
my plan of an Air Reserve Training Corps, we can train,
with practically no expense to the Government, between
20,000 and 30,000 young men and keep on adding to their
number from year to year as the older ones lose interest
and neglect their flying, so that we will have a reservoir of
alert, active, and practically trained pilots for an emer-
gency, it strikes me as a most wise and expedient plan for
national defense, In the old days the militia cost the Gov-
ernment practically nothing. Afterward and prior to the
World War, the National Guard cost the Government very
little, if anything. No drill pay was provided; men and off-
cers gave their time, and many of them gave their money
for uniforms, for practice ammunition, and for the ex-
penses of camps merely because they loved the training, and
because they were patriotic enough to wish to be better
prepared to assist in national defense.

The young men of today have the same patriotic impulses.
They do not want a dollar mark put upon their patriotism.
They want to get ready to serve their Nation. They love
aviation, and they realize its vast and primary, and perhaps
paramount, importance in national defense. Therefore, they
want to obtain at least the preliminary training, and they
and their fathers are willing to pay for it, provided the
Government furnishes the very inexpensive supervision and
assistance contemplated by H. R. 10662,

‘WAR DEPARTMENT WILL ABSOLUTELY CONTROL

There are no mandatory provisions in this bill. The bill
leaves to the War Department absolute discretion in the
making of all the rules and regulations to set up and to
govern this corps. It leaves it absolutely to the discretion
of the Secretary of War as to what aid and assistance will
be given to this A, R. T. C. The paper certificates or
diplomas and the insignia, such as wings, required to be fur-
nished would involve a bagatelle of expense and amount to
practically nothing. If some of the Air Corps personnel
and if some of the Air Reserve officers called to active duty
should be detailed to this work of supervising and admin-
istering this A, R. T. C, it would be perhaps the very
best sort of training that these officers could have. The
War Department is properly proud of the splendid job it
did in organizing and setting up the C. C. C.

Undoubtedly the Regular Army officers who did this good
job received themselves much valuable experience as a result
of their work. When later all regular and camp administra-
tion in the C. C. C. was turned over to Reserve officers called
to active duty for that purpose, these Reserve officers have
received a training and preparation of enormous value to the
cause of defense, Many of these Reserve officers had never
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had an opportunity to contact and manage men. They had
never had responsibility such as the administration of camp
discipline and a mess compelled them to receive. I believe
the report of the Secretary of War shows that something
over 9,000 Reserve officers have had active duty with the
C. C. C,, and I venture the opinion that 6 months’ duty with
the C. C. C. for a Reserve officer was almost as valuable train-
ing for him in the mobilization and training ‘of raw recruits
as were 6 months’ duty with the Regular Army. Of course,
an officer must know the details of warfare himself: a com-
pany officer should be the best soldier in the company. But
the indispensible quality of any company officer and also of
any battalion officer is personality, magnetism, leadership,
and ability to inspire confidence in others. That is what
these Reserve officers on cuty with the C. C. C. obtain. That
also is what Regular Air Corps officers and Air Reserve officers
on duty with A. R. T. C. would receive.

Finally, Mr. Speaker, to sum up the ideal, the purpose,
and the plan of A. R. T. C., I can say that it proposes to
mobilize, organize, and standardize the knowledge of and
the training in aviation of those young men who volunteer
to take the course at their own expense, in order that they
may enjoy the distinction of belonging to this corps, and
of becoming graduates of this corps, of wearing its insignia,
and of wearing its uniform. Of course, if they have a uni-
form, they must buy it themselves, just as Reserve officers
now buy their own uniforms. Thus, we propose to accumu-
late a reservoir of young men who have the fundamental
knowledge of aviation and considerable experience in the
air. These will be classified, indexed, so as to be immedi-
ately subject to call in the event of an emergency. When
called, their qualification card will show which ones should
be detailed for further instruction in flying and to be made
quickly into profiicient military pilots. In like manner, the
qualification cards will show which ones should be detailed
to the ground work of the air force. Perhaps some of the
latter class would be detailed to help carry on the work in
the various aircraft factories, which would be quickly ex-
panded, and be operating on the 24-hour schedule.

If we can get all these vast resources of national defense
with practically no expense; if we would utilize and cap-
italize this enthusiasm of youth for aviation, if we would
organize and standardize the instruction of these thousands
of youngsters taking training in flying, then we will be fol-
lowing the traditional policy of America with reference to
military preparedness. We will be predicating our prepared-
ness upon the voluntary spirit of loyal, patriotic American
citizens. We will be following the ideals laid down and
followed by George Washington, as demonstrated so clearly
by the historical studies and writings of Gen. John McAuley
Palmer. We will be following the examples of the old militia,
of the present National Guard, of the Organized Reserves,
and more especially, will be following the example of the
R. O. T. C. In other words, the A. R. T. C. will be to the
air forces what the R. O. T. C. is to the ground forces.

I herewith submit for printing H. R. 10662.

A bill to promote national defense by organizing the Air Reserve
Training Corps

Be it enacted, etc..ThntthnSemtaronWarbe and he is
hereby, authorized and directed a civillan reserve
component for the United States .Amy to be known and desig-
nated as the Air Reserve Training Corps, and to establish such
rules and regulations as he shall deem fit and proper for carrying
out the purposes and objects of this act.

Sec. 2, That all persons between the ages of 17 years and 24
years, of sound physical condition, and with a minimum educa-
tion equivalent to at least a full high-school course, shall be
eligible to be listed as cadets of said corps, and shall be entitled
to receive such emblem or designation to wear upon the clothing
as the Secretary of War may prescribe while receiving such course
of instruction and training in aerodynamics and in the art of
fiying as shall be prescribed by the Secretary of War.

S8Eec. 3. That the Secretary of War is authorized to use all proper
means and agencies for the encouragement of said corps, by de-
tailing either Regular flying officers, or Reserve flying officers called
to active duty, to engage in the instruction and training of sald
cadets in such private flying schools and centers of air instruction
and training as may be selected by the Secretary of War for that
purpose, where the number of cadets shall not be less than 20,
and where the standards of instruction and training shall have
been approved by the Secretary of War, and wherever desirable
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to coordinate said instruction with courses in any college or
university.

SEc. 4. That the Secretary of War is further authorized to en-
courage the development of said corps by permitting the use of
such Army air fields from time to time as may not conflict with
the work of the Air Corps of the Army and further by permitting
the use of airplanes, aircraft generally, and equipment belonging
to the Air Corps of the Army, if and when, in the judgment of
the Secretary of War, such use is wise and proper in promoting
the art of flying and in the training of said corps.

Sec. 5. That upon the completion of such course of training as
ghall have been prescribed by the Secretary of War and upon the
satisfactory passage of final examination and tests by said cadets,
the Secretary of War shall issue certificates of graduation to that
effect, and sald graduates shall then be entitled to wear such
uniform as shall be prescribed by the Becretary of War, and such
insignia and other designations and decorations upon said uniform
or civilian clothing as the Becretary of War shall prescribe and
confer. All such graduates of the training prescribed for cadets
shall be kept listed as to their addresses, business occupations, and
other pertinent facts, so that the same may be available on short-
est notice for service in the national defense in the event of a
national emergency.

Sec. 6. That the Secretary of War is authorized to select each
year 20 of the most promising and efficient graduates of the pri-
mary instruction hereby authorized for each of the nine Corps
Areas, and to give said graduates instruction at any school or flying
field of the United States Army for such period as the Secretary
of War may prescribe, and then to offer to all who shall be prop-
erly qualified Reserve commissions as second lieutenants in the
Alr Reserve, and to call such number of said second lieuten-
ants to active duty as Reserve officers in the United States Army
Alr Corps, for such time, as the Secretary of War may from time
to time prescribe, and all appropriations necessary to carry out the
provisions of this act are hereby authorized.

Mr. Speaker, on January 23 a hearing was had before the
Committee on Military Affairs on this bill to set up the
Junior Air Reserve, and about 35 witnesses from different
parts of the counfry appeared, and many of them were
heard, and practically all of them expressed approval of the
principle contained in this bill. Previously on January 13
I had sent out a letter to about 300 or more cifizens in all
parts of the country known to be interested in the subject
of aviation in reference to national defense. In response
to that letter I received replies from about 150 persons, and
all those who replied favored and approved the general
proposition, and some of them were very enthusiastic in their
endorsement, except one of them, and he expressed opposi-
tion. From among the 150 who replied I have selected cer-
tain representative letters from widely dispersed cities and
States, ranging from California to Maine, and from them I
have extracted very brief expressions, and herewith submit
for printing in connection with my remarks said excerpts
from the representative letters referred fo. I invite careful
reading of these extracts, because they show that the coun-
try recognizes that there is merit behind this proposition.

Mr. Hilding N. Carlson, of the New England Aircraft
School, Inc., Boston, Mass., writes on January 25 as follows:

My chief desire to take part in the discussion on the bill pertains
to provisions for the adequate training of ground personnel,
primarily aircraft mechanics. For every airplane, in or out of
service, there must be at least five men designated solely as air-
craft mechanics whose functions is the maintenance, repair, and
service of airplanes and engines. These men must, of course,
be trained technicians. The time required to train a good air-

craft mechanic equals, and perhaps exceeds, the time required to
train a pilof, and this training is in every sense just as important.

Mr. F. Pace Woods, Woods Bros. Corporation, Lincoln,
Nebr., in his letter of January 24 states:

The passing of such a bill would tremendously stimulate not
only the aviation industry but would create a backlog of fiyers
who could be made available for the defense of our country almost
immediately, Such a plan has been held back heretofore, I be-
lieve, due to the high cost of airplanes and their upkeep. The
program of the Bureau of Air Commerce in stimulating develop-
ment of aircraft for private use at low cost based on production
has been far more successful than is realized by the public.

Mr. John L. Cousins, of the J. R. C. Flying Service, San
Jose Airport, writes on January 22 as follows:

Any movement to the end of interesting young men in this
country in flying, especially along military lines, is highly admir-
able and a tremendous asset.

Mr, E. A. Link, president of Link Aviation Devices, Inc.,
Binghamton, N. Y., states in his letter of January 23 the
following:
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Also we believe it would help interest more young men in learn-
ing to fly and therefore help civil aviation itself.

Mr. W. H. Marden, Airways, Inc., Waterville, Maine, in
his letter of January 24 states:

I would be interested and glad to do anything in my power to
aid the proposed Junior Air Reserve bill.

Mr. Elvan Tarkington, Tarkington Aviation Co., Indian-
apolis, Ind., writes in his letter of January 24 the following:

I would say emphatically that I am very much interested in
your bill.

Mr. Richard A. Henson, of Hagerstown, Md., states the
following in his telegram of January 24:

Am heartily in favor of such a proposal and assure you of my
fullest cooperation.

Mr. Henry E. Moore, 2032 Belmont Road, NW., Washing-
ton, D. C,, writes on January 24 as follows:

I am thoroughly in accord with your plan of training young
men in aviation—as I am a young lawyer myself and am vitally
interested in that field.

Mr. G. C. Rawls, Mississippi Power & Light Co., Jackson,
Miss,, states in his letter of January 23 the following:

I think your idea of promoting a plan whereby we will have a
good sggply of pilots is a good one for strengthening our na-

tional defense.

Mr. Edward A. Dycer, Dycer Flying Service, Inc., Los
Angeles, Calif., in his letter of January 19 states:

This measure is constructive and practical and would likely
stimulate the student flying activity it contemplates.

Mr. L. D. Ruch, Pioneer Aviation School and Sales, Sa-
vannah, Ga., in his letter of January 21, writes the following:

I most heartily agree with your bill and your idea of the
junior air reserve.

Mr. George W. Orr, Roosevelt Field, N. Y., states in his
telegram of January 22 the following:

I heartily endorse your constructive bill to provide a competent
reserve air force and save taxpayers enormous sums of money by
using aviation schools for primary training,

Hon. Bernarr Macfadden, New York City, makes the fol-
lowing statement in his telegram of January 22:

You may count upon me for any assistance possible in success=-
fully setting up this Junior Air Reserve.

Mr. G. F. Fox, of the Harvard Flying Club, Inc., states in
his telegram of January 23 the following:

Suggest that you include in the bill that obsolete Government
flying equipment be made available for ground and laboratory
study.

Mr. William F. Centner, major, Air Reserve, superintend-
ent, Port Columbus, Columbus, Ohio, writes in his letter of
January 21 the following:

The proposition is certainly one of tremendous significance.

Mr. Howard B. Edwards, president of the University of
Virginia Aviation Club, Charlottesville, Va., states the follow-
ing in his letter of January 21:

We are very much in favor of a junior air reserve.

Mr. E. W. Cleveland, the Cleveland Pneumatic Tool Co.,
Cleveland, Ohio, writes in his letter of January 17 as follows:

I am happy to advise that we are in full accord with the junior
air reserve.

Mr. Spindler Krause, of Newport News, Va., makes the
following statement in his letter of January 21:

I believe this is a wonderful thing for both the Nation and
the young men of our country.

Mr. John Nagel, Aerial Ambulance and Charter Service,
Montebello, Calif., states in his letter of January 17 the
following:

I wish to say that I would be very much interested in seeing
such a bill go through and become a law.

Mr. Cecil C. Meadows, superintendent, Kern County Air-
ports, Bakersfield, Calif., writes in his letter of January 18
as follows:

National defense and security demands the passage of your
Junior Air Reserve bill
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Mr. Henry von Berg, of Johnson-von Berg Flight Instrue-
tion Service, Stockton, Calif., in his letter of January 15
states:

We certainly will do everything in our power to further it.

Mr. Wayne Bullock, Bullock Motor Co., Madrid, Nebr.,
in his letter of January 17 writes the following:

I sincerely believe your plan would be a big asset to the defense
of the United States besides creating much toward the building
of aviation.

Mr. E. A. Goff, Jr., airport manager, Kellogg Airport,
Battle Creek, Mich., in his letter of January 17 makes the
following statement:

We are ready and anxious to do everything that we can do to
further your objectives.

Mr, Arthur J. LaPointe, Jr., Calumet High School, Chi-
cago, IIl, in his letter of January 20, writes as follows:

We offer you our congratulations for the introduction of your bill
to promote national defense through the organization of & Junior
Air Reserve.

Mr. A. M. Woody, president Air Reserve Association of
U. C., Louisville, Ky., in his telegram of January 21, states:

We are much. interested in Junior Air Reserve and hope bill
can be passed this session.

Mr. Milo E. Oliphant, department of aeronautics, Lansing,
Mich., in his letter of January 18, makes the following
statement:

I want to say that I would like to give my personal support to
the plan. It is a splendid idea and would not only provide a
source of trained pilot personnel in time of national emergency,
but would also save the Government a great deal of expense in
training these pilots. Looking at it from the other side, it is
plain to see that it would be a great benefit to aviation schools
which would be selected to give the required training.

Mr. Alex Pellett, Jr., San Francisco, Calif., writes in his
letter of January 18, as follows:

I will be only too willing to cooperate with you in any manner
that I can.

Mr. John G. Bailey, secretary of Kern County Pilots’ As-
sociation, Bakersfield, Calif., in his letter of January 18,
states:

The Kern County Pilots' Association, consisting of 45 licensed
pilots, heartily endorse your junior air reserve bill.

Mr. John J. White, president of Private Fliers Association,
Inc., New York City, states in his letter of January 18, as
follows:

I feel that a junior air reserve which is properly operated and
gives the youth of the country an opportunity to know what flying
is all about is most desirable. It will develop their minds along
the lines of interest in aviation, and I cannot too strongly com-
mend any efforts made in this direction.

Mr. Raymond P. King, Gainesville National Bank, Gaines-
ville, Tex., writes in his letter of January 16 the following:

May I say to you that I think that you are surely on the right
track to accomplish something really worth while for this Nation
in that you will create a reserve of flying men to whom the Nation
can turn in time of an emergency.

Mr. Winston W. Kratz, of St. Louis Flying Service, Inc.,
St. Louis, Mo., in his letter of January 16 makes the follow-
ing statement:

This company is definitely in favor of your efforts in regards to
the House bill having to do with the formation of the junior air
reserve.

Mr. Howard S. Smart, Eastern Flying School, Waltham,
Mass., states in his letter of January 14 as follows:

Let me first congratulate you on the splendid work and assistance
to the business men connected with aviation. It is a positive and
progressive effort to further the cause that will be of great benefit
to the coming generation.

Mr. Herbert Whitney, of Lake City, Fla., in his letter of
January 15 writes the following:

I am anxious to do anything I can to promote it.

Mr. William D. Strohmeier, president, National Intercolle-
giate Flying Club, Amherst, Mass., in his letter of January
16, makes the following statement:
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Your proposal to establish a reserve corps among college pilots
is a very timely one and hich shoul
ol st et it one w ould be of vital importance

Mr. Craig Isbell, Springfield Aviation Co., Springfield, 111,
writes in his letter of January 14 as follows:

We wish to take this opportunity to rd
heartily in favor of this bill and totyassuxeg;ognofm::r aua;pol:-im!g
your efforts to obtain this legislation.

Maj. J. H. Doolittle; St. Louis, Mo., in his letter of Jan-
uary 15, states the following:

I belleve the idea as outlined in your bill H. R. 4336 is an
extremely sound one and would have the effect of stimulating
interest in aviation and strengthening our air defense.

Mr. W. G. Hambrick, of Fort Worth, Tex., in his letter
of January 14, writes as follows:

I am in favor of the legislation as proposed. Some day we
may need several thousand young men who can fly.

Mr. Ralph E. Knapp, manager of Pocatello Flying Service,
Pocatello, Idaho, in his letter of January 8, makes the fol-
lowing statement:

I believe this is the positive solution to both national defense
and the help that private and commercial schools have been wait-
ing for to impress the public that airplanes are not only for
pleasure but are a definite form of transportation that needs the
support of the people.

Mr. Carl F. Kaiser of Roseville, Mich., in his letter of
January 27, writes as follows:

Organization of junior air reserves would be helpful to both
commercial and military aviation.

Mr. Bertram A. Totten, Civilian Conservation Corps,
Chatsworth, N. J., writes in his letter of January 27 as fol-
lows:

In conclusion, allow me to say that we of the Conservation
Corps will welcome any proposal federally or otherwise which
will be consistent to our personal aims, ambitions, and aspira-
tions, and to our country’s national defense.

Mr. William H. Stewart, president of the Stewart Tech-
nical Trade School, New York City, states in his letter of
January 16 as follows:

I am heartily in accord with your plans.

Mr. William F. Clifton, principal of Sheffield Public
School, Sheffield, Iowa, writes in his letter of January 14
as follows:

As a pilot, I consider you one of our too few friends in Con-
gress, and assure you we appreclate your accomplishments and
efforts to date.

Mr. Walter H. Beech, president of the Beech Aireraft Co.,
Wichita, Kans., in his letter of January T states the follow-
ing:

I believe if we could get several thousand young men flying who
would have the basic training necessary to enter combat flying,
it would be a strengthening factor to our air force.

Mr. G. D. Owsley, North Suburban Flying Corporation,
Glenview, Il states in his letter of January 7, as follows:

I beg to advise that I am heartily behind this movement.

Mr. Fred B. Sheriff, Commissioner of Aeronautics, Helena,
Mont., in his letter of January 7, makes the statement as
follows:

The cause is undoubtedly constructive and worthwhile and I
should very much like to see something done.

Mr. Louis R. Inwood, Aeronautical Chamber of Commerce
of America, Washington, D. C., in his letter of January 9,
states as follows:

I have very deeply appreciated your sincere interest in private
flying and the private flying schools of the United States and
believe, as you do, that genuine cooperation and understanding
between the military air force and civil aviation within the
United States Is vital to an adequate national-defense plan.

Mr. L. A. Faunce, vice president of the Warner Aircraft
Corporation, Detroit, Mich., in his letter of January 7, writes
as follows:

The writer was pleased to receive your letter of January 3 and
wishes to take this opportunity of informing you that he is in full
accord with your bill, H. R. 4336.
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Mr. C. J. Brukner, president of the Waco Aircraft Co.,
Troy, Ohio, writes in his letter of January 9, as follows:

I have long favored some kind of an srrangement whereby
the Federal Government could give encouragement to the training,
in private schools, of a junior air reserve to be made up of able-
bodied young men suitable for military pilot training in the future.

Hon. John C. Bennett, Jr., of Louisville, Ky., in his letter of
January 8 writes as follows:

I wish to say that I think your idea of a junior air reserve would
be one of the best things that could be done today for national
defense. 4

Mr. E. W. Hudlow, of the Spartan School of Aeronautics,
Tulsa, Okla., writes in his letter of January 7 the following:

I was very glad to hear from you regarding the junior air reserve.
I believe this to be one of the greatest moves our Government
could make to help develop American youth into better citizens
and to give that all healthy young boys desire, as well as
to build up our national defense.

Mr. Malcolm L. Hathaway, of Easton, Md., in his letter
of January 14, writes as follows:

We are very much in accord with the plan outlined in the bill.

Mr. Paul D. Selby, vice president of Hanford Airlines,
Sioux City, Towa, writes in his letter of January 13 the
following:

The junior air reserve is a most necessary adjunct to our national-
defense program.

Mr. Clyde E. Brayton, president of Brayton Flying Service,
Inc., Robertson, Mo., writes the following in his letter of
January 13:

My personal opinion of House of Representatives’ bill no. 4336 is
the most progressive move to help commercial aviation that has
so far been started.

Mr. Karl E. Voelter, All American Airport, Miami, Fla., in
his letter of January 13 states the following:
I wish to state that I am heartily in favor of such action.

Mr. C. R. Douglass, vice president of Valley Airways, Inc.,
Winchester, Va., writes in his letter of January 14 as follows:

As we see it, an organization such as the junior air reserve will
not only directly strengthen our air forces by furnishing an unlim-
ited supply of trained personnel but will bring into being an unex-
pected number of trained mechanics, factory men, designers, and
engineers by stimulating commercial aviation. As commercial
aviation grows, so will the number of trained men available for
aviation use in time of emergency.

Mr. Fred W. Pultar, Southern Aircraft, Inc., Valdosta, Ga.,
in his letter of January 13, states:

I beg to advise that I am very muchly interested in the junior
alr reserve for young men.

Mr. Dudley M. Steele, chairman of the aeronautics commis-
sion, the American Legion, Indianapolis, Ind., writes in his
letter of January 3 as follows:

Aviation interests feel that you are one of its strongest friends.

Hon. C. H. Warrington, Sportman Pilot Association, Wash-
ington, D. C., writes in his letter of January 8 as follows:

I have the honor to acknowledge yours of the 3d and to volce my
approval of your contemplated legislation.

Mr. O. P. Herbert, president of Safair, Inc., Roosevelt
Field, New York City, in his letter of January 5 writes as
follows:

We received your letter of January 2 today and hasten to assure
you of our full support for your bill to set up a junior air
reserve.

Mr. Richard D. Morgan, president of Air Service, Inc.,
New Castle, Del., writes in his letter of January 13 as fol-
lows:

I have read your letter and bill with interest and feel that your
plan is a most worthy one.

Col. Oliver L. Parks, president of Parks Air College, Inc.,
East St. Louis, IIl., writes in his letter of December 20 as
follows:

I am very much interested in being of assistance to you, be-
cause of your great personal interest in commercial aviation.,
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Mr. E. W. Hudlow, vice president of the Spartan School of
Aeronautics, Tulsa, Okla., states in his letter of January 7
the following:

After reading your House bill, H. R. 4336, I have a suggestion
that I would like to offer. It is very essential that the alr force
have a well-trained ground crew. In fact, it takes about five
men to each airplane in order to keep it serviced, checked, and
airworthy. There will be a number of boys who would be eligible
for the junior air reserve, but due to some slight physical defect
would not be able to pass the flight examination.

THE TRAGEDY OF THE HIGHWAYS

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my remarks in the Recorp and
to include therein a radio speech which I made on Friday
last entitled “Death at the Wheel.”

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the request of the
gentlewoman from Massachusetts.

There was no objection.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts., Mr. Speaker, under the
leave to extend my remarks in the Recorp, I include the
following address made by myself over a National Broad-
casting Co. network, during the program “Congress Speaks”,
Friday night, January 31, 1936:

On December 8 I spoke over the radio on the subject, the
Tragedy of the Highways. BSince then I have received letters from
all over the country, from hundreds of persons, urging that ac-
tion be taken at once to relieve the situation. I wish each and
every one of you could read those letters. BSome of them are
pathetic, for they come from those who have lost loved ones.
They are eager to encourage any step which will prevent others
suffering the pain and anguish they themselves have experienced.

Since the 1st of December it is conservative to estimate that
fifty-four hundred men, women, and children have died as the
result of automobile fatalities. One hundred lives a day—every
day—one life every 15 minutes. Death is still at the wheel. No
one expects that legislation will stop this terrible slaughter. We
do know, however, that if the State traffic regulations were uni-
form in their provisions, enforcement would be simplified, those
who are physically or mentally unfit to drive would be taken off
the highways (in the words of one official, there are too many
30-horsepower brains driving 80-horsepower motors), headlight
glare in night driving would be controlled, street lighting would
be improved, wild speed would be reduced, brakes would be tested
regularly, and the ultimate result would be a lessening of the
number of accidents.

On December 18 last, an accident-prevention conference was
called by our humane Secretary of Commerce Daniel C. Roper. It
met in Washington and laid out a program dealing chiefly with
causes of accidents and suggested remedies for them. Two high
points of the conference program appeal particularly to me. One
is that the conference is seeking to meet Immediate problems with
educational material. The other is that of attempting to obtain
uniform vehicle regulations throughout the United States. A
committee on this work has been set up, with my distinguished
and very able colleague, Representative EmMMET O'NEAL, of EKen-
tucky, as its chairman. Mr, Labert St. Clair, transportation as-
sistant to the Secretary of Commerce, was appointed director of
activities of the conference, Today I am talking solely of the
motor fatality phase of the problem, and at a later date I intend
to take up the other phases of the matter.

Gradually, America is awakening to the fact that no one is
exempt from the dangers of the road. My only surprise is that
it has taken so long to formulate a plan and to get it started.
Over a year has elapsed since my bill was introduced in Congress.
This measure calls for & study and research of traffic conditions
and measures for their improvement. The bill does not call for
the creation of new departments—only existing facilities will be
used—the money is available, the organization is there and ready
to go ahead as soon as authorization to do so is granted. States
rights will not be interfered with by this measure. The sad part
of it all is not that just a year has been wasted. During that
year more than 36,000 lives have been lost by automobile acci-
dents. That is the terrible part. For some of these lives could
have been saved. It appears that the 1935 figures will show an
increase over 1934, The 1835 total will probably be very close
to 36,400 with a corresponding increase in permanent disabilities
and injuries.

In 1934 there were 36,000 automobile fatalities. But there is
another side to the picture. In addition to those deaths, you
must consider the 105,000 persons who were permanently disabled
and the 1,500,000 temporarily incapacitated. Think of the mental
and physical suffering involved. Aside from this, there is the
economic loss, and that is estimated at $1,680,000,000. It is so
shocking, so staggering, when one has the figures before him, that
it seems as if the country were becoming calloused and human
life becoming cheap.

We all shudder at the thought of war. The traffic fatality situ-
ation is far worse than any war the United States has ever fought.
Figures were given recently which show that in all the conflicts
our country has had, from the Revolutionary War down to and
including the late World War, 244,357 lives were lost. The period
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of time covered by those wars was approximately 150 years. Com-
pare the traffic fatalities of only 15 years with this, and you find
that 380,000 men, women, and children have been killed in or by
automobiles. We need neutrality on our highways.

The average person goes on his way confidently, with the feel-
ing he is perfectly safe, but here and there the lightning strikes
each day and he is either killed or kills. His whole life picture
and that of his family are completely changed. The family never
forgets his death if he is killed—he never forgets the fact he has
killed somebody. That horror will be with him always—and it's
infinitely greater if it be his own fault.

The public authorities have responded in bringing this picture
more and more before the public eye. However, when you com-
pare what was done in the way of publicity in depicting the
horrors of the World War, when only 38,000 American lives were
lost during the entire conflict, the fatalities of last year, which
were 2,000 less, enough has not been done.

Some of the American indifference to this crashing, smashing
death is vanishing, however. A great deal of fine, intelligent, and
valuable research work has been done. It has been determined
that from 12 midnight to 1 o’clock in the morning the hazard is
nine times as great as from 12 to 1 in the middle of the day, in
proportion to the amount of travel. Similarly, the average acci-
dent hazard between 6 p. m. and 6 a. m, is four times as great as
that between 6 a. m. and 6 p. m.

We are gradually getting somewhere with the problem. We are
finding out the facts. What we need now is legislation to put this
knowledge to use. The manufacturers have become interested and
have set up a number of committees which are to deal with impor-
tant aspects of the traffic problem. They have just announced a
large-scale cooperative plan of safety work, one of its items provid-
ing for 15 fellowships in the Traffic Research Bureau of Harvard
University.

State and municipal authorities are increasing their activities;
grade-crossing elimination is being carried forward all over the
country—1,600 of these death traps will be made safe in the
coming year. Educational programs are being set up, many of
them modeled on the Milwaukee plan, which has worked out so
successfully. That plan, controlled by a commission, with the very
hearty cooperation of the police department, has made Milwaukee
the safest city in the United States. It is not a complicated pro-
gram, and much of its success comes from the fact that the com-
mission is made up of 12 men, each of whom is an expert in his
own particular field, each realizing just what the situation de-
mands. As a result, the public schools have a course of study
embracing all phases of the traffic problem from driver training to
law enforcement. The police department works closely with the
commission. There is no ticket fixing in Milwaukee.

Safety studies should be a part of the curriculum of all schools.
There is a great opportunity for activity of this nature in the or-
ganizations of the Boy Scouts, the Girl Scouts, and the Campfire
Girls, With their eager enthusiasm they can be of wonderful
help. It is a tremendous challenge to the youth of America.
Arrangements have been completed for introducing general acci-
dent-prevention courses in the C. C. C. camps. If these 421,000
young men are taught the principles of safety, an army of most
useful safety leaders soon can be established.

With all these agencies at work, anxious as they are for a
betterment of the conditions, the one most crying need at the
present moment is for uniformity of traffic laws. The demand
for this is national. This is borne out by the result of the
Nation-wide poll conducted recently by the American Institute of
Public Opinion. Last Sunday's Washington Post printed the
figures on this poll. It showed that 95 percent of the voters agree
that there must be uniform traffic laws and regulations in all
States, In a day or two I am introducing another bill in Congress
that takes in a broader scope than my previous one. I am glad to
see more persons taking interest daily in the safety problem.
It is only through such interest that we can master the situation.
Instead of death at the wheel, let us have safety at the wheel.

REPUBLICANISM AT THE CROSS ROADS—LET’S SEE THE COLOR OF THE
CHICKEN BEFORE WE PUT THE POT TO BOIL

Mr. BEITER. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the Recorb.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection,

Mr. BEITER. Mr. Speaker, as a Democrat, I have no fault
to find with the theory that the business of an opposition
party is to oppose.

Progress, in government as in everything else, lies in the
give and take of constructive ‘criticism. But it is my con-
tention that criticism, to qualify as constructive, must be
sincere, honest, and well balanced.

No intelligent American citizen, whatever may be his party
affiliations, whatever he may think of the New Deal, can
conscientiously accept or countenance the particular brand
of political windjamming that has burdened the air waves
and filled the headlines during the past month.

Some of it defeats itself without the necessity of comment
or refutation. Even the most hide-bound and ostrich-headed
conservative must begin to recognize the fact that the old
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catchpenny scarewords that were used to give the public the
nervous jitters back in the twenties have lost their black
magic and no longer create even a mild furore.

Crying “red”, “Communist”, and “Socialist” in this year
of 1936 is not good for a one-night stand in a third-rate
house. The public is looking for something newer and better.
It refuses to be distracted by slapstick when the legitimate
fare has run out.

Fortunately the American people are able to profit by the
example of two powerful European dictatorships which had
as their slogan, “Communists must be wiped out.” By the
time our European neighbors waked up to the fact that
they were fighting an enemy that had never really made an
attack on their own borders, they discovered that another,
and for them, far more malignant form of dictatorship had
stepped in to throttle them within their own country.

The American workingman will not let himself be be-
trayed into a similar position by the trickery of would-be
capitalistic dictators.

A recent radio address delivered by one of my colleagues
of the opposition opened with the statement that it was to be
addressed to the laboring man since business and professional
men who are not already back in the Republican Party need
to have their heads examined.

The enemies of the New Deal do well to cast their juiciest
bait before the workingman. He will prove a wary nibbler
at best. Agreed that his first concern is knowing which party
is able to restore business confidence and provide a steady
job for him at an American standard of wages. It has been
his first concern since the fiasco of 1929 showed him how
unstable was the so-called security of a boom era.

Through the years of 1930, 1931, and 1932 he was given
ample opportunity to see just what a Republican administra-
tion could and did do to provide him with a steady job.

For the first time, in 1933, the laboring man, factory
worker, farmer, and miner found his problems the primary
concern of an administration.

President Roosevelt recognized the fact that so many of his
predecessors seemed to have overlooked, that the prosperity
of business, industry, and Wall Street depended entirely on
the prosperity of the (in 1933) appropriately labeled “man
in the street.”

The charge has been made that he called in professors of
economics from the universities—inexperienced theorists—to
help him formulate a plan for the immediate relief of the
starving and the eventual restoration of economic security.

If he did so, it was because he could not escape the realiza-
tion that the colleges were the only places left where the first
principles of sound economics had not been distorted to fit
the insanity of the “every man a millionaire” slogan of our
boom era. Certainly there were few, if any, among the poli-
ticians and businessmen, industrialists, and financiers who
could lay claim to having brought forth any basic economic
principles in an effort to stem the tide of speculation and
restore sanity before we were swept overboard in the inevi-
table shipwreck.

It was from the theorists on the side lines that the warn-
ings came, and they were ignored by our hard-headed, prac-
tical men. The President had reason to seek a “brain trust.”

Incidentally I might question the purported opprobrium in
the term “theorist.” Every forward step in science, technol-
ogy, and government has been made because some theorist
saw a way to build something new on the basis of old facts,
and experimented until he made what he saw visible to the
popular mind.

President Roosevelt was the first to admit that the N. R. A.
was an experiment. The couniry was facing a crisis that
demanded drastic and immediate measures. Business could
not and did not ask to be left to pick itself up while the
unemployed starved. !

But now that business has experienced a 50-percent re-
covery, on the strength of confidence and buying power re-
stored under the N. R. A,, it is determined to throw off the
helping hand and let the other fellow shift for himself. It
made no objection to calling out the Army when its own
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house and lot were in danger, but now that they are saved
it disapproves the Army on principle and wants it disbanded.

And to make felt its disapproval, it quotes facts and
figures with approximately the same accuracy and under-
standing as a parrot.

Anyone knows that the same set of figures can be made
to prove any side of an argument provided care is exer-
cised in selecting portions to be quoted and emphasis is
shaded accordingly. Enemies of the New Deal are adepts
at this doubtful accomplishment.

They quote the American Federation of Labor Bullefin
to the effect that there were eleven and one-half million
men still out of work in 1935, as against fifteen and one-
half million in 1933. And this, they hasten to remind us,
after a $15,000,000,000 Government appropriation.

What they fail to point out is the fact that the eleven and
one-half million figure for 1935 includes three and one-half
million who are employed on Federal work-relief projects.
It also include a 2,000,000 increase in job seekers since 1933.
In other words, including those employed on Federal work-
relief projects, better than 9,000,000 more men are gain-
fully employed foday than were so employed in 1933.

Is that failure?

No one claims that the whole problem is solved while
there are men still unemployed. But it is apparent, at least
to 9,000,000 men in this country who have directly benefited,
a.ndshnuldbeapparenttothebushmsmen.whohave
benefited more or less directly by this increased buying
power, that the New Deal has come a long way toward a
solution.

In his radio address delivered on December 28, 1935, the
Honorable HamiLToN FisH, Jr., stated that as a result of the
A. A. A. the United States has lost half her cotton-export
trade. The answer to that is a quotation from the De-
partment of Commerce summary of foreign commerce for
November 1935. During the 4 months ending with Novem-
ber 1935 the United States exported 2,574,786 bales of cotton
as against 1,894,142 bales for the same 4 months of 1934,

I might add, from the same source, that the total exports
of American merchandise have risen from $1,147,176,000
worth of goods in 1932 to $2,021,089,000 worth of goods in
1935. And that, in the face of an acknowledged world ten-
dency toward national self-sufficiency and a definite tight-
ening of export markets.

With long faces our rock-ribbed conservatives point out
that the election of a Republican President is the only thing
that will restore confidence. It seems a contradiction in
terms fo speak of restoration of confidence in the same
breath with deliberate misrepresentations and falsifications
aimed at the destruction of the very thing they claim to seek
to restore.

Bemoaning the fate of the poor wage earner who watches
the skyrocketing of prices with grave dismay, they neglect
to call attention to the fact that, whereas the cost of living
has increased 2.9 percent under the New Deal, a legitimate
sign in itself of business recovery, the average earnings of
the working man have increased 6.8 percent.

The alarum seems more in the nature of a false alarm.

We are expected to accept without question the Repub-
lican promises of “a sound and workable program for the
benefit of the American farmer, which will restore the for-
eign markets for our exportable farm surplus and protect
our domestic markets for the American farmer.” But I
hardly think the farmer himself will prove so gullible. He
was fed on promises foo long by previous Republican admin-
istrations. He is going to demand to see the color of the
chicken before he puts the pot on to boil,

In his December 28 speech Mr. Fisg puts the blame for
alleged unconstitutional enactments of the New Deal on a
supine and rubber-stamp Congress. Yet he did not hesi-
tate to conclude his remarks with the prediction that most
of the Republican candidates for the United States Senate
and Congress who will be up for reelection in 1936 will be
for the nomination of Senator Wr.rtam E. BoraE as Repub-
lican candidate for the Presidency, if for no other reason
than in order to help get elected themselves.
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Just what does that promise in the way of an independent,
purposeful, and unmanageable Congress?

I shall not attempt to argue the Supreme Court’s findings
on the constitutionality of the N, R. A. and the A, A. A. If
there was room for two opinions within the Supreme Court
itself, it is not to be expected that opinions without it will
be one and universal.

But I do take exception to the meaningless cry that the
administration and the New Deal have broken with the Con-
stitution of the United States as set forth for us by its
framers. Let me point out that there have been 21 amend-
ments to that original Constitution and each of them has
broken with some expressed conviction of the men who
framed it. It is extremely doubtful if they or the original
Supreme Court itself would have passed on any of them as
constitutional.

In the case of most of these amendments, existing condi-
tions were the primary factor in passing upon the eonsti-
tutionality. It is open to question whether existing con-
ditions were given due consideration in the Supreme Court’s
ruling on the N. R. A. and the A, A. A,

Where, for example, were those who ecry “dictatorship”
when the eighteenth amendment was passed. The Supreme
Court slept 10 years over that usurpation of State rights.
Ang it took this allegedly socialistic administration to resub-
mit it to the will of the people.

The Republicans have launched their campaign. They
have extended a friendly hand to the malcontents and rene-
gades of the Democratic Party. They are prepared to weep
on the necks of the American people over their sufferings
under the New Deal.

It is up to the intelligent American citizen to decide for
himself whether or not a wet collar is sufficient compensa-
tion for a return to the economic apathy of the Hoover
administration.

ON “TAKING A WALK”

Mr. GRAY of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent fo extend my remarks in the REcorb.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. GRAY of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, on January 25,
1936, Gov. Alfred E. Smith made an address before the
American Liberty League, which was officially replied to on
January 28 by the Senate majority leader, JosepH T. RoBIN-
soN, of Arkansas. In 1928 Governor Smith was the Demo-
cratic Presidential nominee and Senator Roeinson was the
candidate for Vice President.

Sufficient time has now elapsed for the stilling of our
emotions, so that we can calmly and with some respect to
reason examine the whole scene and threatened impasse
brought about by the Governor’s address.

In the meantime, many things have been said and done
which might well have been left unsaid and undone. As one
who campaigned with Governor Smith and whose political
fortunes were tightly bound up with Smith's Senator Rosin-
soN has proper standing to crificize the position now taken
by the Governor. It would be much better, in deed, if all
who have since found fault with Smith were equally eligible
to the right to belabor him for what he said in his Liberty
League speech.

In the 1928 Presidential election Smith and Robinson ecar-
ried eight States—Alabama, Arkansas, Georgia, Louisiana,
Massachusetts, Mississippi, Rhode Island, and South Caro-
lina. I admit the right of any official representative of any
one of this group of States to express his disapproval of the
utterances of Governor Smith insofar as it touches the Dem-
ocratic Party organization and policy. Such men have solid
footing when commenting adversely or otherwise on Smith’s
suggestion that nothing may be left for him and others who
feel as he feels but to “take a walk” after the National
Democratic Convention in Philadelphia this year.

I can go farther than that, and, grant the right and privi-
lege of any individual, as an individual, expressing his own
personal views on the subject; but I shall not agree that
it is particularly palatable that Governor Smith shall be be-

| rated for suggesting that some may have to “take a walk”
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when, and if the time comes, by those who themselves in
1928 led the way in “taking a walk”, strayed away from their
historic Demoecratic traditions and deserted the Democratic
Party nominees, not because of any political principle in-
volved, as is now involved, but on altogether reasonless and
personal grounds.

I want to express my thought on the subject and wish that
I might give it directly to the Governor himself. As a Demo-
crat from the North, particularly as a Pennsylvania Demo-
crate, with a lifetime of service to the Democratic Party in
Pennsylvania, with generations of Democratic Party devo-
tion behind me, and as one who believed in and followed
Governor Smith’s leadership in 1928, I am entitled to a
hearing on this subject.

Governor, you would not say that years and years of Demo-
cratic Party affiliation in Pennsylvania, since 1860, let us say,
was an indication that a man was in a party for the sake of
profit. You would give him the benefit of the doubt, if
there were any, and say he must have been actuated by deep
and abiding principles—right or wrong—in which he believed
and on which he tacked his faith.

As one who claims to be that kind of a Democrat not in
years but in principles, and one who joyed at the terrific blow
you delivered to the Republican machines in Philadelphia
and Allegheny Counties, from which, by the way, they are not
likely ever to recover, I have a right to talk “United States”
to you.

Governor Smith, we Pennsylvania Democrats have been a
sorry lot in a melancholy state. It has not been just the
proper caper to be a Democrat in our State—not for many,
many years. It has been rather an unmixed evil It did
not advance one in politics, in society, in business, or in the
professions, or in finances. Whereas in some parts of the
country it was eminently proper, polite, politic, and profitable
to be a Democrat; in Pennsylvania it was just the reverse,
and a Democrat in most sections of that State was looked
upon as a fool for principle or a fanatic, or a nitwit, fairly
sensible in a way, but more or less non compos.

Now, Governor, whom do you suppose you may walk out
on? Certainly not on those who walked out on you in 1928.
You are walking out, if you do walk out—and I have my
doubts that you will—on those of us who did not walk out on
you. Do you know how much you increased the Democratic
vote in Pennsylvania in 1928?

John W. Davis received for President in 1924, 409,192 votes
in our State. In 1928 you, Governor, received 1,067,586
votes, and you remember the kind of a campaign that was
urged and waged against you. You remember the “hot
stuff” pulled out of the hat of the Republican National
Committee.

What about the 15,016,443 who supported you, stuck by
you, and voted for you in 1928? You have no right to walk
out on us, Governor, just because the going gets tough. A
democracy is the people’s business and must always remain
the people’s business, and the Democratic Party is the peo-
ple’s party in that democracy, and it is your business as a
great Democratic leader to keep it such. A democratic form
of government must of necessity depend mainly for its suc-
cess upon men who feel the pulse beat of the common aching
heart and who speak the inarticulate thoughts of the
striving hosts of men.

No, Governor; you have no right to walk out on us, regard-
less of the provocation. It is your duty to help our Demo-
cratic ship steer a safe course through the turbulent mount-
ing billows of discontent, depression, and impending disaster.

I really think, Governor, that is what you are trying to do
when you suggest “taking a walk.” But as for actually doing
that, you know you should not do it. You must not “walk
out” on more than 15,000,000 Democrats in these United
States and more than 1,000,000 in Pennsylvania. You would
not think of such a thing.

ANDREW JACKSON

Mr. WHITE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the RECORD.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.
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Mr. WHITE. Mr. Speaker and Members of the House, we
all revere the memory of Andrew Jackson. Much has been
written and said about this great Democrat. Many times
when I hear present-day speakers proclaiming their alle-
giance to Jacksonian democracy I wonder, if they had lived
in his time and had been called upon to take part in the
fight waged by this champion of the common people, whether
they would have espoused the cause—“Jacksonian democ-
racy”—and faced the odds opposing Jackson with the zeal
and devotion they profess today.

Read the account of President Jackson’s fight against the
money power during his administration as written by a Re-
publican—a Lincoln Presidential elector.

Everyone should read the history of the great battle between
Andrew Jackson and the money power in Benton's Thirty Years in
the Senate.

History on the money question is simply repeating itself. In
Jackson's time we had but one great corporation in the United
States—that was the old United States Bank, with a capital of
$35,000,000 and a charter that expired in 20 years. The great
money power of that generation was concentrated in that bank
and its branch banks in all States of the Union. Thirty-five
millions do not seem very big when compared with the corpora-
tions we have now, but the old United States Bank had one vast
advantage over all other corporations. We had no United States
Treasury then, separate and apart from that bank, and the laws
then required that all the money belonging to the Government
should be deposited in that bank. This gave its managers millions
of money and vast power, for money was worth from 1 to 5 per-
cent a month, and no restraint on the amount they could issue,
except ‘their good faith. Banks then printed their own paper
money and the law permitied them to circulate §5 in paper money
for $1 of capital, with no restraint except their good faith to
prevent them from circulating $100 to 1 of their capital, which
was often done.

Nicholas Biddle was president of the great bank. He was the
money king of that day and generation. He lived in a marble
palace on the banks of the Delaware, 15 miles above Philadelphia,
and there in that palace of pure white marble, with great
Corinthian columns, this money king dispensed hospitality equal
to almost any king in . Thousands of people thought him
vastly greater than General Jackson.

Sometime before Biddie's charier expired he took a trip to
Washington to have a talk with his then friend, Jackson, about a
new charter for his bank. The old one was to expire in 1836, and
as Jackson was a candidate for reelection he thought it would be
a good thing to tell him about the vast power of his bank and
its many branches. He told Jackson that the merchants and
men of affairs through all the States were, as a rule, largely in-
debted to his banks and that through the influence of his branch
banks he could control the election in any State in the Unlon.
Then up rose Andrew Jackson and, with suppressed emotion, said:
“Mr. Biddle, if that is true, and I think it is, I tell you here and
now, that if you can control the election in any State in the Union,
that is too much power for one man to have in a free country in
time of prace. And I will tell you further, here and now, that if
you can get a new charter from Congress for that bank, by the
Eternal I will veto that charter.”

Then the great money king set himself to work to defeat the
election of Andrew Jackson, The first thing that Banker Biddle
did was to buy up or influence all the great Democratic papers that
were for sale from Boston to New Orleans. They even bought
Jackson’s home organ, the old Washington Globe, edited by Jack-
son’s personal friend, Gen. Duff Green. When Jackson saw them
using Government money to buy up Democratic papers, editors,
ete., he said to his Secretary of the Treasury: “Mr. Duane, I don't
want you to put any more Government money in that bank; it
will blow up; the money is not safe.,” But Mr. Duane was himself
a banker and a very rich man for that day. Of course, he was in
sympathy with the money power and he said: “I can't obey that
order.” Then, he was told to take an indefinite furlough for the
benefit of his health and Jackson put Roger B. Taney in his place,
the man who afterward became Chief Justice of the United States.

Clay, Webster, and Calhoun were then all in the United States
Senate and all candidates for President against Jackson. Benton,
Jackson's great defender, called them “the great triumvirate.”
At the proper time these great men made great constitutional
arguments to show how Jackson had turned Cromwell and was
trampling the Constitution and the liberties of the people under-
foot.

The next move Biddle's henchmen made was to get up “honest”
Democratic meetings—"“honest” primaries to denounce and head
off the President.

A great anti-Jackson, an “honest” Democratic meeting of this
kind, was held in Philadelphia, where the great bank was located,
at which they gave a free dinner to 80,000 men—all paid for by
the great bank. They appointed a committee of 300 Democrats
to go to Washington and ask Jackson to desist from his course
in ruining the country. When this committee got to Washington,
one of these pride-swollen bankers so far forgot himself as to say
to the President that if he persisted in his course the people would
rise up en masse and come to Washington with shotguns, pitch-
forks, and anything that would kill “to expel the Goths from
Rome.” Jackson replied: “Do you come here to threaten me?
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If you men dare to put any of your big threats into execution,
by the great Eternal, I will hang you as Haman!"

For a time it did look blue for Old Hickory. It seemed as if
he was being forsaken by all his friends. But after a while it
began to be seen that for each great banker that left him four
or five honest farmers, mechanics, and laborers came to him.

When the election was over and the vote counted, Andrew Jack-
son, the hero of the people, had swept the whole country by storm.
He had more majority than the other candidates had votes. Then
the Democrats rejoiced.

Of the millions who (now) inhabit our great Republic how many
know that such a man as Nicholas Biddle ever lived? His marble
palace is gone, and in the wreck of his great bank only $20 was
found to redeem a paper circulation of over a hundred million,

Andrew Jackson was indeed a great man. His name will live
forever with the Republic. He saved the people of his day from
the grinding curse of a moneyed aristocracy. (Charles Schreiner, a
Lincoln Presidential elector in 1864. Courtesy O.J.Lynge, Ponderay,
Idaho.)

Truly, history repeats itself. We are confronted today
with the business of 120,000,000 people in this country pros-
trate before the organized greed of an entrenched money
power, with the public mind confused by cunning and mis-
leading statements adroitly put out to conceal their machina-
tions and true state of facts concerning the cause for the
financial difficulties that have overtaken the country due fo
the overthrow of the very principles that President Jackson
successfully defended and maintained and the domination of
the forces he opposed, now in control of the Nation’s finance
and credit.

MILITARY ROAD

Mr. McSWAIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that House Joint Resolution 330, to close Military Road
temporarily, number 505 on the Union Calendar, be recom-
mitted to the Committee on Military Affairs for further
consideration.

The SPEARER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from South Carolina?

There was no objection.

EXTRAVAGANCE OF GOVERNMENT

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the Recorp and to include therein a
speech I made over the radio on last Saturday night.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from New York?

There was no objection.

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, under leave granted to extend
my remarks in the REcorp, I include my radio address made
over the Columbia Broadcasting System on February 1, 1936,
as follows:

I should like at the very outset to give you a note of warning.
It is this: If the Nation is living within its income, its credit is
good, but if, like a spendthrift, it throws discretion to the winds,
is willing to make no sacrifice at all in its spending, extends its

to the limit of the people's power to pay, and continues
to pile up deficits, it is on the road to bankruptcy.

Perhaps my listeners recognize that warning as having been
uttered before. It was. It was made by Candidate Roosevelt at
Pittsburgh, October 19, 1932. It is the surest self-indictment ever
uttered by any man.

In the more than 3 years that have passed since Candidate
Roosevelt sounded this solemn truism, we in the United States
have lived in an unprecedented era of spending. We have been
under the thumb of the spendthrift. At no time since March
1833 has our Budget been balanced, Continuously since that
time we have piled up huge deficits. If we but take his own
warning in the face of this sorry condition, then the country
truly is on the road to bankruptcy.

Never before, I repeat, have we seen in this country such utter
disregard of sound governmental finance. Never before have we
seifndso much money spent, such debts accumulated, such deficits
piled up.

*  Already this year, with but a little more than half of the fiscal
year gone, the New Deal deficit is more than $2,000,000,000 and
about $13,000,000,000 since 1933. The public debt, when Mr. Roose-
velt came into office was $20,934,728,350. That was the public debt
on February 28, 1933. TUnder the loose fiscal policies of the New
Deal that debt has grown until on December 31—a month ago—it
had reached the unprecedented figure, an all-time high, of 830,5657,-
324,062. And instead of the Government living within its income,
it was spending approximately 2 for every one taken in.

Now Mr. Roosevelt is himself responsible for the statement that
the credit of a nation is good only when that nation is living
within its income. He also has been responsible for the statement
that at the very top of the credit structure of the country are
the obligations of the Federal Government, and that those obliga-
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tions suffer only to the extent that Government is permitted to
be extravagant, wasteful, and ill-managed.

He said further in relation to this, and I quote: “They suffer
if the Federal Budget is not balanced, and particularly where the
deficit of 1 year is not cleared up in the succeeding year.”

Consequently by his own word Federal obligations are suffering
because the Budget is not balanced, and certainly the deficits
instead of being wiped out from year to year are being added to.

How the Roosevelt administration is spending the taxpayers’
money is as important as the amount it is spending. In the few
minutes at my disposal I intend to discuss not only how much
is being spent but where it is going, and I entertain the conviction
that all of you are necessarily and equally interested in this.

To use another platitude of the President, I want to recall to you
that he said, and I quote: “Too often in recent history liberal gov-
ernments have been wrecked on rocks of loose fiscal policy.”

Every honest, thoughiful citizen approves that statement. But it
has not been lived up to by the Roosevelt administration. One of
the first acts of the New Deal was to introduce two budgets instead
of one, as had been the practice in this country for 150 years.
That was the start of a loose fiscal policy. The purpose of two
budgets, as I pointed out nearly 3 years ago, was for the distinct
and very definite purpose of fi the people about Federal ex-
penditures, and my statement at that time was most prophetic in
the light of present-day facts.

The two budgets simply help to furnish an alibi for New Deal
spokesmen, who everywhere are trying to defend the extravagant
expenditures of the present administration. They are continually
crying out, until unfortunately they have made some people believe
it, that it is only the relief burden that is unbalancing the Budget.
That is far from the truth. While I know that the enormous and,
in all too many instances, wasteful tures for relief have
been a factor in keeping the Budget unbalanced, do not let them
fool you for a moment that it has been the only cause for the
increased cost of your Government under President Roosevelt. The
fact of the matter is that routine costs of Government have
mounted tremendously, and routine costs are wholly aside from
expenditures being made as emergency expenditures.

The expenses for conducting ordinary Government in the last
year of the Hoover administration amounted to #3,865,000,000,
while the expenses in prospect for the fiscal year 1936-37 for the
same purpose, and I again emphasize not for emergency purposes,’
show an increase of a little short of $1,000,000,000, or an increase
of 23 percent, under an administration that was pledged to reduce
these same expenditures 25 percent.

Now, that is only one side of the picture. The other side which
necessarily is a® part of that picture, is that while these normal
expenditures have constantly increased, revenues also have in-
creased. This means that if President Roosevelt and his New Deal
were giving this country even the semblance of efficlency and frugal
management there would not be the budgetary problem which in
its present form, as Mr. Roosevelt has said himself, leads to
bankruptey.

An additional fact is that the taxpayer’s money has been ex-
pended in ever-increasing amounts in practically every one of the
departments of Government. Current appropriation bills show
this. And the answer, to some extent, is that the New Deal has
made constant additions to the Government pay roll for the regular
departments, in a very palpable effort to build up a fremendous
political machine,

According to the Civil Service Commission’s report of November
30, 1935, there were 602,230 employees in the regular departments
of the Government. When Mr. Roosevelt came into office there
were 572,091 in the same regular establishments. Now, this is an
increase of 30,139, and, mind you, that increase is in the regular
establishment. Now, let us examine the number of New Deal
employees added to so-called emergency New Deal agencies. The
total number on November 30, 1935, according to the Civil Service
Commission, was 197,840, and if you add the 30,139 increase in
the regular branches, you find that in less than 3 years of New
Deal government there have been added 227,988 employees. Most
of these are outside the civil service. They are for the most part
political appointments. And these figures of increases that I have
given you do not include the military, legislative, or judicial
branches or the thousands of part-time employees on the pay roll

Now, this has been done by & man who pledged himself to uphold
100 percent the platform on which he rose to the Presidency.
Need I remind you again that one of the principal planks in that
platform was & reduction by 25 percent of the costs of government?

The personnel increase, however, is only one source of increased
spending. Another, and by far more reprehensible, waste is in-
volved in the terrific extravagance surrounding silly boondoggling
projects, which fail utterly to create jobs anywhere near commen-
surate with the money frittered away.

A few days ago the President, speaking at Newark, N. J., ex-
pressed the hope that we were boondoggling ourselves out of the
depression. He ought to be a judge, for his administration has
furnished more jazz music for the American people to dance to
than any other administration in history. But he seems to have
forgotten one important thing, and that is that he who dances
must pay the fiddler. You taxpayers will be paying this New Deal
fiddler for many years to come. Your children will be paying
him and your children’s children will be paying him. !

I want to give you just a few samples of some of the ways
Mr. Roosevelt is spending the taxpayers’ money. Some $25,000
has been allocated to build a dog pound, to be equipped with shower
baths, to take care of stray dogs in Memphis, Tenn. Among the
drama projects—and there are many—there has been set aside
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$330,000 to equip and send out over the couniry a New Deal the-
atrical troupe, probably to furnish amusement for relief workers
on useless W. P. A, projects.

There is such a multitude of these boondoggling projects of the
more fantastic varieties that it is difficult to pick out the most
fantastic among them.

I am inclined to believe that when President Roosevelt said at
Newark on January 18 last—and I quote him—"If we can boon-
doggle ourselves out of this depression, that word is going to be
enshrined in the hearts of the American people for years to
come”, he was both apologetic and at the same time expressing a
forlorn hope. The haphazard way in which relief funds have been
used on hundreds of these ludicrous schemes spells waste and
rank extravagances which the Roosevelt administration never will
be able to live down.

There was another note of apology in the President's Newark
speech, and it requires no exaggeration to interpret in this note
a desire of the President to shift responsibility. It is obvious, of
course, why the President wishes to do this. It was the second
time he somewhat plaintively sought to say, “Someone else, not I,
is responsible for these wasteful projects.” Mr. Roosevelt cannot
escape responsibility. He has had to approve these projects before
W. P. A. money was made available for them. It was his power;
he insisted on having it; he exercised it. The burden is on his
doorstep.

To sum it all up—the taxpayer's money is today being spent with
unparalleled prodigality in every department of the Government.
And notwitstanding the billions we have wasted, Mr. Hopkins says
we still have a peak load on relief. That tells the real story of the
success of the administration in boondoggling, regimentation,
raking leaves, and pump priming. In fact, we have tried every-
thing under the *“trial and error” rule of this administration except
the American way of working, saving, and paying our honest debts.

The present regime is not only abhorrent to the average citizen
but it is destructive of that thrift, energy, and spirit that made
America what it is today.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as
follows:

To Mr, WarreN, for 1 day, on account of official business.

To Mr, Crowe, for today, on account of important business.

To Mr. DarpEN, indefinitely, on account of illness.

To Mr, Gray of Indiana, for the balance of the week, on
account of illness. .

To Mr. Hicerns of Connecticut (at the request of Mr. PLum-
LEY), indefinitely, on account of serious illness in family.

To Mr. Parsons, for an indefinite period, on account of
attending a funeral.

SUPREME COURT VS. NEW DEAL DICTATORSHIP

Mr, FISH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex-
tend my remarks in the REecorp, including a radio address
delivered by me.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr., FISH. Mr. Speaker, under leave granted to extend
my remarks in the Recorp, I include the following address
delivered by me over the National Broadcasting Co. network
Saturday evening, February 1, 1936:

Before discussing the subject of my remarks this evening I pro-
pose to digress for a few minutes to make certain observations.

The other night Senator Roemwson, in his attack and attempt to
smear Governor Smith, which, after all, is a Democratic dog fight,
nevertheless failed to answer the specific charges that the various
planks of the Democratic platform had been violated and repudi-
ated by the New Deal administration.

We Republicans are perfectly willing to let the Democrats call
each other pet names, and even invent a few for the edification
and entertainment of the public. It is the old story of the pot
calling the kettle black. It is not, however, my fight, but it must
be obvious to all the onlookers on the side lines that the New Deal-
ers cannot take criticism from either Republicans or Democrats.
The feathers are still flying where the shot hit, and it is beginning
to look as though Al Smith's hot shot was only the first of a bar-
rage of feather-producing shots from Jeffersonian Democrats. Al
Smith, John W. Davis, former Governor Ritchie, former Governor
Ely, Bainbridge Colby, Lewis Douglas, former Senator Jim Reed,
William R. Hearst, Governor Talmadge, and a host of other Demo-
crats are scattering hot shots, pot shots, and buckshots liberally
into the New Deal vulture and filling the sky with clouds of
feathers. We Republicans have no objection to the softening up
process, as it makes it easier for us fo land the knockout wallop
next November.

My good friend Joe Rosinsow referred to me in his speech as
being alarmed about the Communists. I am not in the least
- alarmed. All I suggest is that alien Communists or alien Fascists
or Nazis, or even allen conservatives who do not like our laws and
institutions, and who teach class hatred and spread poison against
our form of government, should be deported back home and their
Jobs given to loyal American citizens walking the streets who
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believe in our American institutions. I suggest to my good friend
JoE RoeinsonN that if his party would throw out the host of young
radicals, Socialists, and near Communists, never before affiliated or
identified with the Democratic Party, who are now shaping its
policies, and give their jobs to loyal Jeffersonian Democrats, that
the split in the Democratic ranks might be patched up before the
New Deal loses all of its feathers.

I am sorry that the great speech of Senator Boram pitched on a
high constitutional level and calling for a living platiorm in the
interest of the American people was not broadcast on a coast-to-
coast network. He is a great American and a standpatter for the
Constitution, the powers of the Supreme Court, preservation of the
home market for our wage earners against competition of the pau-
perized labor of Japan and Europe, and for Americanism against in-
ternationalism. He will speak over a coast-to-coast network from
10 to 10:30, eastern standard time, on Washington’s Birthday, Satur-
day evening, February 22, and I hope all those who believe in the
fundamental principles of our Government and the restoration of
constitutional and representative government in opposition to po-
litical and economic dictatorship and the reestablishment of a gov-
ernment by law instead of Executive orders will listen in and arrange
Borar dinners and meetings for that purpose.

A Borah-for-President national committee will open officially
next Monday at the Hotel Willard at Washington, D. C., under
the direction of Hon. Carl G. Bachmann, a former Republican whip
of the House of Representatives, and all Borah clubs and sup-
porters should communicate directly with him there, I am for
Senator BoraH because I believe he has the greatest appeal to the
mass of voters. I appreciate he is not popular with the big in-
terests and the reactionary politicians. If he has the support of
the rank and file, he should be nominated, as that is the surest
way to win; otherwise I am for the strongest candidate that is
developed—preferably from the West, and with a liberal record.

As a comprehensive five-point, or quintuple, Republican pro-
gram after all the New Deal feathers haye been plucked, I suggest
the following platform, upon which all conservatives and liberal
Republicans can unite:

1. Repeal of Franklin “Deficit” Roosevelt.

2. Liquidation of the “brain trust” termites—Rexford Guy Tug-
well, Felix Frankfurter, the Corcorans, and the Cohens—and of
class hatred and state socialism.

3. Liquidation and repeal of all unsound, un-American, socialis-
tie, and unconstitutional New Deal acts that have destroyed confi-
dence and prolonged the depression.

4. The restoration of the powers usurped from the Congress and
the States and the reestablishment of a government by law, in
place of economic and political dictatorship through Executive
orders, The preservation of the powers of the Supreme Court and
of the Constitution against usurpation or nullification by both
the Congress and the President.

5. The enactment of sound workable and constitutional agri-
cultural legislaticn for the benefit of the farmers of the South
and of the West and the restoration of the vanishing foreign mar-
kets and a price parity, or an equilibrium between the products
of the farms and the protected industries of the North and East.

The Constitution of the United States in spite of what the
Communists, Socialists, radicals, and a growing number of New
Dealers tell the American people—that it 1s a scrap of paper for
the benefit of special privilege, wealth and private property—is
the greatest charter of human liberty ever devised by the mind of
man. It is what makes for the rights and liberties of the Ameri-
can people and of popular government. It is the safeguard of our
free institutions and representative and constitutional form of
government, as opposed to the autocracies and dictatorships of
the Old World. It is the bulwark against dictatorships of the left
and of the right, communism and socialism on one side and of
fascism and Hitlerism on the other.

The Supreme Court of the United States stands like a rock against
political and economic dictatorship, while a supine and subservient
Congress is surrendering, under the whip and spur of party patron-
age and upon the arrogant demands of President Roosevelt, its
legislative powers and functions. It has not been the servile and
partisan Congress that has withstood the encroachments and usur-
pations of the Chief Executive upon its constitutional powers,
which it has delegated away in a cowardly manner, but the Supreme
Court that has boldly declared that such delegation of power as in
the N. R. A. case was in violation of the letter and spirit of the
Constitution. More recently the Supreme Court held that the
Federal Government—that is, both the Congress and the Presi-
dent—had usurped the powers of the States in the triple A.
Every writer on government for a hundred years or more has pointed
out that when the executive powers are combined with the legis-
lative powers you have tyranny. A rose by any other name smells
as sweet, and a dictatorship by any other name smells as rotten,

Thank God for the Supreme Court of the United States, which,
without fear or favor, continues to uphold our representative and
constitutional form of government in spite of the efforts of tha
New Deal termites like Rexford Guy Tugwell and the other members
of the “brain trust”, who seek to undermine our American system
and the Constitution itself,

Al Smith was right when he called the Constitution the civil bible
of America, protecting the rights of the minority—racial and re-
ligious—and upholding the rights and liberties of large groups of
American citizens who are vitally interested in the preservation
of constitutional government.

I am not one of those who believes that the Constitution must
not be amended in an orderly manner and in accordance with
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the methods prescribed, by a two-thirds vote of Congress and three-
fourths vote of the legislatures of the various States. Personally,
I am inclined to believe that the less tampering we do with the
Constitution and with the powers of the Supreme Court the bet-
er it will be for the American people. I am opposed to curbing
the powers of the Supreme Court to pass on acts of Congress
and so is the Republican Party. We will welcome a clear-cut fight
with the New Dealers on this issue.

I am strongly opposed to any and all the proposals suggested to
destroy the power of the Supreme Court to hold acts of Congress
unconstitutional. The general plan suggested is to give Congress
a free hand to control wages, industry, and farming through na-
tional planning or economy without regard to the rights of the
States or the limitations provided in the Constitution.

If such an amendment were adopted, and God forbid, we would
be launched into fascism, Hitlerism, and sovietism over night.
It would mean the creation of a gigantic and crushing bureau-
cracy at Washington which would attempt to regiment and
control every human activity. It would mean the destruction of
our free institutions, State and local governments, and the estab-
lishment of collectivism and State socialism on a stupendous
scale. Our experience with the N. R. A. should be a sufficient
lesson as to what to expect.

The improvement of business conditions dates from the deci-
sion of the Supreme Court holding the N. R. A. unconstitutional
and doing away with the mass of bureaucratic edicts and re-
strictions and resulting confusion that the attempt to control
seven or eight hundred different businesses from W
created. The fact is that the N. R. A. had failed and collapsed
of its own weight before the Supreme Court decision. It is
physically impossible to control hundreds of industries through
bureaucracies at Washington without confusion, graft, and ineffi-
clency. No one denies that some provisions of the N. R. A, were
good and praiseworthy, such as doing away with sweatshop hours
and wages and child labor in certain industries. The President
loves to harp on the child-labor provision of the N. R. A., but the
fact is that most of the Northern and Eastern industrial States
had child-labor laws long before N. R. A. and the dozen States
without such laws are practically all Southern Democratic States.
Let the President use his influence with these States and stop
his child-labor political propaganda in order to curry favor for
the unconstitutional N. R. A. and thereby befog the issue.

A large part of the New Deal legislation was obviously in defi-
ance of the provisions of the Constitution and usurped the powers
of the Congress and of the States. It was nothing more or less
than government by nullification, which that fearless old Demo-
cratic President, Andrew Jackson, in whose memory the New
Dealers recently held a Belshazzar'’s feast at Washington, pro-
nounced to be treason. As one after the other of the New Deal
nullification measures are held unconstitutional these “brain
trusters” and New Deal termites are more than ever determined
to undermine and destroy the Constitution and particularly the
power of the Supreme Court. We Republicans are prepared to
accept the challenge and say “Lay on Macduff; and damn'd be
him that first cries, ‘Hold, enough!" "

The New Dealers, since the two great props of their new social
and economic order, the N. B. A. and A. A. A, have gone the
way of all other nullification measures, are floundering around
uncertain how to proceed, and afraid to inject a direct constitu-
tional amendment empowering Congress to regulate and control
wages, hours, industry, and agriculture without constitutional
restrictions. After a few more decisions by the Supreme Court,
such as holding the Guffey coal bill, the potato amendment, and
the Bankhead cotton bill unconstitutional, the logic of events
and the desperation of the New Dealers in seeing the entire un-
constitutional fabric of their experiments crumble away and dis-
appear, will force them to advocate a constitutional amendment
providing for economic or national planning. It will be highly
interesting and politically diverting to witness the trials and
tribulations of the dyed-in-the-wool Democrats of the South try
to side-step this death blow to State rights.

We Republicans, however, will not retreat from any attack di-
rected against the Supreme Court or any attempt to undermine
its influence or curb its powers. We propose to uphold and defend
both the Constitution and the Supreme Court and to preserve for
ourselves and for generations of free unborn American citizens the
rights and liberties guaranteed in the Constitution and the bless-
ings of orderly representative and constitutional government. We
do not deny the right of any individual or party to propose &
change in the Constitution, but we will fight in every way within
our power the New Deal efforts to undermine and destroy the
power of the Supreme Court to hold acts of Congress invalid when
in violation of the provisions of the Constitution. If this power of
the SBupreme Court is destroyed, the Congress might legislate the
President out of office and establish a dictatorship of their own.

The “horse and buggy” days are preferable to the plain buggy days
of bureaucracy, regimentation, collectivism, and squandermania.
The American people have a right to change or alter their form of
government, but let us not throw overboard , wis-
dom, and safeguards of the past, under which we have become the
greatest, richest, and most powerful nation in the world, with the
freest people and the highest standards of wages and of living.
Let us steadfastly refuse to import foreign principles of government
to undermine our American system in order to erect a gigantic
dictatorship at Washington based on some imported form of either
nazi-ism or communism.

Thank you and good night.
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THE FRAZIER-LEMKE FARM-MORTGAGE REFINANCING BILL

Mr. MOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex-
tend my remarks in the Recorp and to include therein a
speech that I made over the radio last Friday.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Oregon?

There was no objection.

Mr. MOTT. Mr. Speaker, under the leave fo extend my
remarks in the Recorp I include the following address which
I delivered at Washington, D. C., over the National Broad-
casting Co. network during the program “Congress Speaks”
Friday, January 31, 1936.

The recent action of the Supreme Court in holding the Agri-
cultural Adjustment Act to be unconstitutional has put the farm
problem squarely up to the Congress. It remains to be seen
whether the majority in Congress are willing now to assume their
constitutional duty and responsibility as lawmakers and to report
out and enact farm legislation of their own making, or whether
they will follow their usual custom of doing nothing on their own
account and content themselves with merely rubber stamping
whatever new farm bill the President and his Secretary of Agri-
culture may choose to send them as a substitute for the invali-
dated Triple A.

The history of the Democratic majority in Congress from the day
of President Roosevelt's inauguration down to the present moment
would seem to indicate that they will probably do the latfer,
From the opening day of the Seventy-third Congress in March
1933 this overwhelming 3-to-1 administration majority in Congress
has refused altogether to legislate on any subject. They have
delegated their effective power to make law to a small group of
men not in the legislative department but in the executive de-
partment who, under the Constitution, have no authority whatever
to make law.

The A. A. A, for example, was made by Wallace, Tugwell, and
a group of ex-college professors in the Agriculture Department,
whose names would be quite unfamiliar to most of those who
are listening to me. The majority in Congress had nothing to do
with the making of it, and the minority was not even permitted
to try to make a good bill out of it by amendment. The minor-
ity also sought to offer a complete farm program of its own as a
substitute for the A. A. A. This offer was rejected by & straight
party vote, and the minority was told it could take the Triple A
just as the professors wrote it, or nothing.

Now that the Supreme Court has thrown out the work of the pro-
fessors, and the administration has openly admitted that it has
nothing to offer in its place except a substitute bill which was
written by the same professors and which has for its purpose the
doing of precisely that which the Court has emphatically said
cannot be done without a constitutional amendment, the minor-
ity in Congress today is trying very desperately again to secure
consideration for its own farm program, a program for which it has
been fighting in Congress for 3 years and the enactment of which—
let make it perfectly plain—has been
through what we believe to be the unwarranted opposition and in-
terference of the President and his Secretary of Agriculture in a
matter which is the exclusive business of the Congress.

I think every farmer is familiar with the minority’s farm
program in Congress. The program consists of three major bills—
the Frazier-Lemke farm-mortgage-refinancing bill, the cost of
production bill, and the export-debenture bill. Almost every
farm leader who is recognized by the farmers themselves as an
authority has endorsed this program * * * Nearly every unit
of the two great national farm organizations—the Grange and
the Farmers’ Union—has endorsed it. A majority of the States
of the Union through formal resolutions of their State legisla-
tures have repeatedly memorialized Congress to enact at least a
part of this program at once. Thirty-three State legislatures,
for example, have petitioned the Congress to enact the Frazier-
Lemke refinancing bill, which is the keystone in the arch of
this program. The Agriculture Committee of the House of Rep-
resentatives has favorably reported this bill

More than a majority of the entire membership of the House
have attached their names to a discharge petition demanding a
vote on this bill. And yet, with all of this support and demand
for a real effective and constitutional farm program the majority
leaders of the House, who dictate the making of the rules of
that body and who are themselves controlled entirely by the
dictates of the Chief Executive In this regard have succeeded to
date in preventing a vote either on the Frazier-Lemke bill or on
any other part of the farm program of the Congress. They have
done this through the control of the Rules Committee, which is
the political committee cf the House, and without whose per-
mission no vote can be taken on any bill except on a petition
signed by a majority of the whole membership of the House.
Many more than a majority, which is 218, have at different times
signed the petition to force a vote on the Frazier-Lemke bill.
But we have never been able to get 218 signatures on the petition
at any one time, because whenever we approached the 218 mark
the Democratic leaders have persuaded a few of their brethren
to withdraw their names. We have 211 signatures on the dis-
charge petition today and require only seven more to compel a
vote on the Frazier-Lemke bill.

I am addressing myself here particularly to the farmers who are
supporting this legislation and who are interested in knowing why

ted to date solely -




1426

the Frazier-Lemke bill has not been voted upon and who has been
responsible for preventing the vote on it. So far as these farmers
-are concerned, I know it is not necessary for me to discuss the
provisions either of the Frazier-Lemke bill or any other part of the
farm program I have referred to. For the benefit of others, how-
ever, who may not be so familiar with if, I want to take the
remaining time to comment very briefly on just one of the three
bills m up this legislative program.

Of these three bills the Frazier-Lemke bill is, of course, the most
immediately necessary and the one which has the best chance of
passage at the present session, in spite of the opposition of the
President, The bill embraces a comprehensive, carefully worked

present state of insolv through the refinancing of the im-
possible mortgage load which agriculture, as a national industry,
is now carrying. It undertakes to refinance all farm mortgages at
a rate of 13 percent a year to be applied on the interest and
11, percent a year to be applied on the principal, the whole loan
to be amortized over a period of 47 years. As security for these
loans the Government takes the farm mortgages themselves. Upon
these mortgages farm-loan bonds are issued. which are held by
the Treasury as the basis and security for a new issue of -
ment notes with which the refinancing is done. The amount
required will be $3,000,000,000. The provisions of the bill for
annual repayment of principal and interest are such that a greater
amount than three billion will not be outstanding at any one
time, the money received by the Treasury annually from install-
ments of principal and interest being reloaned until the refinanc-
ing of all farm mortgages is completed. It is generally conceded
that under this plan the farmer can and will repay his loan.

It is conceded also that the Government will not only not
lose money in this refinancing, but that it will actually return a
profit to the Government. It is conceded further by most finan-
cial experts that this refinancing plan is not inflationary, as
some of its opponents contended when the bill was first intro-
duced. And finally it is conceded, and this is important, that
the Frazier-Lemke bill is entirely constitutional.

The problem of farm-mortgage refinancing is no longer a mat-
ter which concerns only the farmer. It has become a national
necessity. One-third of our entire population is engaged in agri-
culture. For years they have been without buying power and
the little buying power they have now is steadily d 3
With one-third of our population deprived of the ability to pur-
chase the goods and services of the rest of the population, it is
admitted by nearly everyone now that the rest of the population
cannot prosper, and that unless agriculture can be given a new
lease upon life, not only will the future of the farmer be a
hopeless one, but that the future of every other industry will like-
wise be hopeless.

The people of the United States have very emphatically de-
manded that this condition be remedied and the majority of the
people of this country, as well as a majority of the Members of
Congress, believe that the Frazier-Lemke bill and its companion
legislation is the proper method of solving the problem. With
all of this support, therefore, we think there is ground for be-
lieving that we shall prevail at the present session in spite of the
opposition of this administration.

SENATE BILLS REFERRED

A bill and joint resolution of the Senate of the following
titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and, under the
rule, referred as follows:

S.3398. An act to establish the Air Corps Technical School
and to acquire certain land in the State of Colorado for use
as a site for said Air Corps Technical School and as an aerial
gunnery and bombing range for the Army Air Corps; fo the
Committee on Military Affairs.

S. J. Res. 196. Joint resolution to correct errors in the en-
rollment of Private Act No. 349, Seventy-fourth Congress,
approved August 29, 1935, and to clarify the duties of the
Comptroller General in connection with said act; to the
Committee on Claims.

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED

Mr. PARSONS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re-
ported that that committee had examined and found truly
enrolled a joint resolution of the House of the following
title, which was thereupon signed by the Speaker:

H.J.Res. 307. Joint resolution authorizing the erection of
a memorial to the early settlers whose land grants embrace
the site of the Federal City.

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. O'CONNOR. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do
now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o’clock and
41 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until tomorrow,
Tuesday, February 4, 1936, at 12 o’clock noon.
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EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, executive communications
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

645. A letter from the president of the Potomac Electric
Power Co., transmitting a report of the Potomac Electric
Power Co. for the year ended December 31, 1935; to the
Committee on the District of Columbia.

646. A letter from the president of the Washington Rail-
way & Electric Co., transmitting a report of the Washington
Railway & Electric Co. for the year ended December 31,
1935; to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

647. A letter from the treasurer of the Washington Rapid
Transit Co., transmitting a copy of the balance sheet of the
Washington Rapid Transit Co. as of December 31, 1935; to
the Commiftee on the District of Columbia.

648, A letter from the president of the Washington Gas
Light Co., transmitting a detailed statement of the business
of the Washington Gas Light Co., together with a list of
stockholders, for the year ended December 31, 1935; to the
Committee on the District of Columbia.

649. A letter from the president of the Georgetown Gas-
light Co., transmitting a detailed statement of the business
of the Georgetown Gaslight Co., together with a list of
stockholders, for the year ended December 31, 1935; to the
Committee on the District of Columbia.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII,

Mr. KING: Committee on Naval Affairs, H. R. 9999. A bill
to authorize an exchange of land between the Waianae Co.
and the Navy Department; without amendment (Rept. No.
1932). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union.

ADVERSE REPORTS

Under clause 2 of rule XIIT,

Mr. VINSON of Georgia: Committee on Naval Affairs.
House Resolution 407. Resolution calling upon the Secre-
tary of the Navy for information concerning the failure
of the Marine Band to fulfill its engagement to render
a2 musical program at a meeting of the Women'’s Patriotic
Conference on National Defense (Rept. No. 1931). Laid on
the table.

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr, JONES: A bill (H. R. 10835) to promote the conser-
vation and profitable use of agricultural land resources by
temporary Federal aid to farmers and by providing for a
permanent policy of Federal aid to States for such purposes;
to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. PATTON: A bill (H. R. 10836) fo authorize the
preparation of a comprehensive plan for controlling the
floods, regulating the flow of waters, land reclamation, and
conserving water for beneficial uses, in the basins of the
Sabine and Neches Rivers, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Flood Control.

By Mr. ENUTSON: A bill (H. R. 10837) to provide for
the sale of certain land in Crow Wing County, Minn.; to
the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. MOTT: A bill (H. R. 10838) to provide for the
issuance of permanent contracts to all contractors and sub-
contractors on star routes, compensation thereon, establish-
ing a preferred list covering former contractors, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on the Post Office and
Post Roads.

By Mr. RAMSAY: A bill (H. R. 10839) to regulate the
jurisdiction of the inferior Federal courts of the United
States of America; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. SCRUGHAM: A bill (H. R. 10840) to convey cer-
tain lands and buildings to Capital Post, No. 4, the Amer-
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ican Legion, Carson City, Nev.; to the Committee on Public
Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr, TONRY: A bill (H. R. 10841) to provide for giving
preference to citizens in the employment of labor on projects
financed wholly or in part with Federal funds; to the Com-
mittee on Labor.

By Mr. COCHRAN: A bill (H. R. 10842) to amend section
21 of the Permanent Appropriation Repeal Act of 1934, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on Expenditures in
the Executive Departments.

By Mr. HOFFMAN: A bill (H. R. 10843) to amend para-
graph A, section 51 (Title I-Income Tax) of the Revenue
Act of 1934;: to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. McSWAIN: A bill (H. R. 10844) to recognize
civilian service during period of construction of the Panama
Canal in determining rights of officers of the Regular Army;
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. WOOD: A bill (H. R. 10845) to amend the act
entitled “An act to regulate steam engineering in the Dis-
trict of Columbia”, approved February 28, 1887, as amended
March 4, 1925, and to provide for the licensing of firemen
operating steam boilers in the District of Columbia; to the
Committee on the District of Columbia.

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 10846) to confer jurisdiction
on the Court of Claims to hear, determine, and enter judg-
ment upon the claims of contractors for excess costs in-
curred while constructing navigation dams and locks on the
Mississippi River and its tributaries; to the Committee on
Claims.

By Mr. McSWAIN (by request): A bill (H. R. 10847) to
authorize the acquisition of land for cemeterial purposes in
the vicinity of New York City, N. ¥.; to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 10848) to amend the act
approved February 7, 1913, so as to remove restrictions as
to the use of the Little Rock Confederate Cemetery, Ark., and
for other purposes; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 10849) to authorize an
appropriation for improvement of ammunition storage facil-
ities at Aliamanu, Territory of Hawaii, and Edgewood
Arsenal, Md.; to the Commiftee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. SWEENEY: A bill (H. R. 10850) to extend the
provisions of the 40-hour law for postal employees to watch-
men and messengers in the Postal Service; to the Committee
on the Post Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 10851) to authorize the
erection of a United States Veterans’ Administration hospi-
tal in west Texas; to the Committee on World War Veterans'
Legislation.

By Mr. ROBSION of Eentucky: A bill (H. R. 10852) to
repeal the Cotton Act (Public, No. 169, 73d Cong.); to the
Committee on Agriculture.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10853) fo repeal the Potato Control Act,
section 61 and section 62 and title IT of Public Act No. 320,
Seventy-fourth Congress, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Agriculture,

By Mr, JONES: A bill (H. R. 10854) to repeal the Kerr
Tobacco Act, the Bankhead Cofton Act of 1934, and the
Potato Act of 1935, and for other purposes; to the Committee
on Agriculture.

By Mr. FULLER: Resolution (H. Res. 408) creating a
select committee to investigate the distillers, brewers, and
rectifiers, and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Rules,

By Mr. McGRATH: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 479) to
authorize and direct the Secretary of War to conduct sur-
veys and investigations to determine the most feasible right-
of-way for a coast-defense highway between the Presidio of
San Francisco, Calif., and the Presidio of Monterey, Calif.:
to construct and maintain an adequate national defense
highway thereon, and to authorize an appropriation of
$3,000,000 therefor; to the Committee on Roads.

By Mr. SCOTT: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 480) author-
izing the Navy Department to appoint a board to conduct
an investigation of Puget Sound, Columbia River, San Fran-
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cisco Bay, Long Beach-Los Angeles Harbor, and San Diego
Bay for air and naval bases; to the Committee on Naval
Affairs.

MEMORIALS

Under clause 3 of rule XXII, memorials were presented
and referred as follows:

By the SPEAKER: Memorial of the Legislature of the
State of Minnesota, urging the continuation of the Works
Erogress Administration; to the Commitiee on Appropria-

ons.

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Illinois,
memorializing Congress to enact constructive farm legisla-
tion; to the Committee on Agriculture.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. ANDREWS of New York: A bill (H. R. 10855) for
the relief of Eberhart Steel Products Co., Inc.; to the Com-
mittee on Claims.

By Mr. COCHRAN: A bill (H. R. 10856) for the relief of
William Weisbrod; to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. CROWE: A hill (H. R. 10857) granting a pension
to Harry Dubs; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. ECEKERT: A bill (H. R. 10858) for the relief of
George Lehere; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. FENERTY: A bill (H. R. 10859) for the relief
of Francis Boyd Brann; {o the Committee on Naval Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10860) for the relief of John Sweeney;
to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10861) for the relief of Eugene F.
Clements; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R, 10862) for the relief of Patrick Michael
Dougherty; to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. FISH: A bill (H. R. 10863) granting an increase
of pension to Agnes E. Silvernail; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10864) granting an increase of pension
to Mabel A. LaForge; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10865) granting an increase of pension
to Annie E. Robinson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 10866) granting an increase of pension
to Jennie Van Rensselaer; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10867) granting an increase of pension
to Ellen V. Gillson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10868) granting an increase of pension
to Adelaide L. Rapelye; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10869) granting an increase of pension
to Clara A. Dekay; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10870) granting an increase of pension
to Anna N. Osterhout; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10871) granting an increase of pension to
Emma Buchanan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10872) granting an increase of pension to
Minerva C. Bedford; to the Commitiee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. JOHNSON of West Virginia: A bill (H. R.'10873)
to authorize the award of a decoration for distinguished
service, namely, the Congressional Medal of Honor, to Acors
Rathbun Thompson; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. KELLY: A bill (H. R. 10874) for the relief of
Joseph Pafrick Gorman; to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. EENNEDY of New York: A bill (H. R. 10875) for
the relief of Lamborn & Co.; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. LEWIS of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 10876) for the
relief of Adele Fowlkes; fo the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. McCORMACK: A bill (H. R. 10877) for the relief
of Edward James McCarten; to the Committee on Naval
Affairs.

By Mr. McMILLAN: A bill (H. R. 10878) for the relief of
C. O. Croshy; to the Commitiee on Claims.
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Also, a bill (H. R. 10879) for the relief of J. Drayton
Grimke; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. McSWAIN: A bill (H. R. 10880) for the relief of
Charles R. Mann; to the Committee on mnt.ary Affairs.

By Mr. PARSONS: A bill (H. R. 10881) for the relief of
Henry V. Pattin; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

" By Mr, PETERSON of Florida: A bill (H. R. 10882) grant-
_ing a pension to Katherine L. Frost; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10883) granting a pension to Margaret
Haskin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H, R. 10884) granting a pension to Elise M.
Lum; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10885) granting a pension to Lu M.
Linscott; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10888) granting a pension to Lura P.
Markley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10887) granting a pension to Ida Miller;
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10888) granting a pension to Olivia
Stebbins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10889) granting a pension to Clara L.
Owens; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10890) granting a pension to Daisy
Vredenburgh; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10891) granting a pension to Della
Bond; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10892) granting a pension to Irene C.
Flack; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. RAYBURN: A bill (H. R. 10893) to extend the
benefits of the Federal Employees’ Compensation Act ap-
proved September 7, 1916, as amended, to Merton Terence
Cross; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. ROMJUE: A bill (H. R. 10894) granting an in-
crease of pension to Sarah A. Lindsey; to the Commitfee on
Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10895) granting a pension to Margaret
Malinda Saunders; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R, 10896) granting an in-
crease of pension to Laura E. Coons; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10897) granting an increase of pension
to Emma I. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. WALLGREN: A bill (H. R, 10898) for the relief of
Benjamin F. Vader; to the Committee on the Civil Service.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10899) for the relief of O. J. Refsnes; to
the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. WELCH: A bill (H. R. 10900) for the relief of John
Meirose; to the Committee on Military Affairs,

By Mr. WOOD: A bill (H. R. 10901) granting an increase
of pension to Eliza James; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

9903. By Mr. FISH: Petition signed by 28 citizens of the
Twenty-sixth Congressional District of New York State, peti-
tioning Congress to enact legislation at this session that will
indefinitely extend all existing star-route contracts and in-
crease the compensation thereon fo an equal basis with that
paid for other forms of mail transportation; to the Com-
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

9904. By Mr. GRAY of Pennslvania: Petition of voters of
Indiana County, Pa., desiring to have a dry District of Co-
lumbia; to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

9905. Also, petition of residents and voters of Ford City,
Pa., believing that our Nation’s Capital should have laws
affording better control of liquor traffic, and believing that
the Guyer bill (H. R. 8739) would further this end; to the
Committee on the District of Columbia.

9906. By Mr. HAINES: Petition of citizens served by star
route no. 10536 in Franklin County, Pa., urging enactment of
legislation at this session that will indefinitely extend all
star-route contracts and increase the compensation thereon
to an equal hasis with that paid for other forms of mail
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Roammds rtation; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post

9907. By Mr. HOPE: Petition of L. W. Murphy and 22
others of Sublette, Kans., urging the enactment of legislation
placing star-route carriers on the same salary and working
basis as rural carriers; to the Committee on the Post Office
and Post Roads.

9908. Also, petition of C. S. Sigler and 19 others, of Nor-
wich, Kans., urging the enactment of legislation placing star-
route carriers on the same salary and working basis as rural

_carriers; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post

Roads.

9909. Also, petition of Ed. E. Gahnstrom and nine others,
of Geneseo, Kans., urging the enactment of legislation plac-
ing star-route carriers on the same salary and working basis
as rural carriers; to the Committee on the Post Office and
Post Roads.

9910, Also, petition of Nellie Lane and 59 others, of Ba-
zine, Kans., urging the enactment of legislation placing star-
route carriers on the same salary and working basis as rural
1ir:z;;:rtﬂ.;:;‘s; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post

9911. Also, petition of Vern Grass and 41 others, of Min-
neola, Kans., urging the enactment of legislation placing
star-route carriers on the same salary and working basis as
m@;& carriers; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post

9912, Also, petition of W, E. Hinkle and 53 others, of
Cimarron, Kans., urging the enactment of legislation placing
star-route carriers on the same salary and working basis
as rural carriers; to the Committee on the Post Officc and
Post Roads.

9913. Also, petition of H. S. Meyer and 49 others, of
Brownell, Eans., urging the enactment of legislation placing
star-route carriers on the same salary and working basis as
rural carriers; to the Committee on the Post Office and
Post. Roads.

9914, Also, petition of L. E. Dent and 31 others, of Harper
County, Kans., urging the enactment of legislation placing
star-route carriers on the same salary and working basis as
rural carriers; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post
Roads.

9915. Also, petition of Lew Burch and seven others of Sel-
kirk, Kans., urging the enactment of legislation placing star-
route carriers on the same salary and working basis as rural
carriers; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

9916. By Mr, LAMBERTSON: Petition of Mrs. U. S. Davis
and 126 other signers from Morrill, Kans., favoring passage
of the Guyer Act, regarding liquor control in the District of
Columbia; to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

9917. Also, petition of Kelma Kapitan and 130 other sign-
ers from Blue Rapids, Kans,, favoring passage of the Guyer
Act, regarding liquor control in the District of Columbia; to
the Committee on the District of Columbia.

9918, Also, petition of S. H. Pitcher and 105 other signers
from Topeka, Kans., favoring passage of the Guyer Act,
regarding liquor control in the District of Columbia; to the
Committee on the District of Columbia.

9919. Also, petition of Elizabeth M. Jones and 75 other
signers from Reserve, Kans., favoring passage of the Guyer
Act, regarding liquor control in the District of Columbia; to
the Committee on the District of Columbia.

9920. Also, petition of O. A. Opseth and 65 other signers
from Everest, Kans., favoring passage of the Guyer Act,
regarding liquor confrol in the District of Columbia; to the
Committee on the District of Columbia.

9921. Also, petition of Rev. M. H. Eells and 100 other
signers from Topeka, Kans., favoring passage of the Guyer
Act, regarding liquor control in the District of Columbia; to
the Committee on the District of Columbia.

9922, Also, petition of Bertha Q. Summer and 70 other
signers from Mahaska, Kans., favoring passage of the Guyer
Act, regarding liquor control in the District of Columbia; to
the Committee on the District of Columbia.

9923, Also, petition of Mrs. O. A. Opseth and 59 other
signers from Everest, Kans., favoring the passage of the
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Capper bill, prohibiting all advertisement of alcohol bever-
ages; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

9924. Also, petition of Mrs. A, Frank Johnson and 68 other
signers from Leavenworth, Kans., favoring passage of the
Guyer Act, regarding liquor control in the District of Colum-
bia; to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

9925. By Mr. MONAGHAN: Petition requesting that the
star-route bidding system be abolished, and that a perma-
nent tenure of service should be instituted with fair and
reasonable pay based upon that of other forms of United
States mail transportation; to the Committee on the Post
Office and Post Roads.

9926. Also, petition requesting that the star-route bidding
system be abolished, and that a permanent tenure of service
should be instituted with fair and reasonable pay based upon
that of other forms of United States mail transportation;
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

9927. By Mr. PFEIFER: Petition of Brooklyn (Kings
County) Council Auxiliaries to Veterans of Foreign Wars of
the United States, Brooklyn, N. Y., concerning the Kerr bill
H. R. 8163; to the Committee on Immigration and Natu-
ralization.

9928. Also, petition of the State Planning Council, Albany,
N. Y., urging the creation of a permanent national planning
agency to carry forward the work started under the present
temporary national resources committee; to the Committee
on Appropriations,
~ 9929. By Mr. SNELL: Petition of citizens on star route
7210, from Lewis, N. Y., relative to House bill 10756; to the
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

9930. By Mr., TAYLOR of Colorado: Petition of citizens
of Clifton, Colo., requesting passage of House bill 8739, pro-
viding for prohibition in the District of Columbia; to the
Committee on the District of Columbia.

9931. Also, petition of citizens of Crawford, Colo., request-
ing passage of House bill 8739, providing for prohibition in
the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the District
of Columbia,

9932, Also, petitions of citizens of Cedaredge, Colo., re-
questing the passage of House bill 8739, providing for prohi-
bition in the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the
District of Columbia.

9933. By the SPEAKER.: Petition of the City Council of
Trenton, N. J.; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce.

9934. Also, petition of R. L. Grimsley and others; to the
Committee on the District of Columbia.

9935. Also, petition of the League for American Neutrality,
New Haven, Conn.; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

9936. Also, petition of Jesse C, Duke; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

SENATE

TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 4, 1936
(Legislative day of Thursday, Jan. 16, 1936)

The Senate met at 12 o'clock meridian, on the expiration
of the recess.
THE JOURNAL

On request of Mr. RoBINsoN, and by unanimous consent,
the reading of the Journal of the proceedings of the calen-
dar day Monday, February 3, 1936, was dispensed with, and
the Journal was approved.

ORDER OF BUSINESS—CONSIDERATION OF CALENDAR

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr, President, the Senator from Ala-
bama [Mr, BANKHEAD] is unable to be present today on ac-
count of illness. It is desired, if practicable, that he partici-
pate in the proceedings on the bill which constitutes the
unfinished business, I shall therefore submit a request for
unanimous consent, and I ask the attention of the Senator
from Oregon [Mr. McNaryl.

I ask that the unfinished business be temporarily laid
aside, that the Senate proceed to the consideration of un-
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objected bills on the calendar, and that at the conclusion
of that order the Senate take a recess until Thursday next
at 12 o'clock noon.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection?

Mr., McNARY. Mr. President, I am in accord with the
proposal made by the Senator from Arkansas, I think the
Senator from Alabama [Mr. Baxxueap] should be here for
the first presentation of the unfinished business, as he is
the author of the bill and submitted the report thereon. I
desire to follow him briefly in opposition to the measure. I
am glad to accede to the request of the Senator from
Arkansas. 3

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the re-
quest of the Senator from Arkansas? The Chair hears
none, and the agreement is entered into,

Mr. ROBINSON. I should like to add to what I have
already stated that, in the event the Senator from Alabama
should not be able to be present on Thursday, I may desire
to proceed then with the consideration of the bill. I think
that information is due the Senator from Oregon.

Mr. McNARY. I thank the Senator from Arkansas, and
I shall cooperate along that line,

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT

Messages in writing from the President of the United
States were communicated to the Senate by Mr. Latta, one
of his secretaries.

CALL OF THE ROLL

Mr. LEWIS. I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following
Senators answered to their names:

Adams Coolldge Lewis Reynolds
Ashurst Copeland Logan Robinson
Austin Costigan Lonergan Russell
Bachman Cougzens McAdoo Schwellenbach
Bailey Davis McCarran Sheppard
Barbour Donsahey McGill pstead
Barkley Fletcher McKellar Smith
Benson Frazier McNary Steiwer

Bilbo George Maloney Thomas, Okla.
Black Gerry Metcalf Thomas, Utah
Bone Gibson Minton Townsend
Borah Glass Moore ell
Bulkley Gore Murphy Truman
Bulow Guffey Ty

Burke Hale Neely Vandenberg
Byrd Harrison Norbeck Van Nuys
Byrnes Hastings Norris Wagner
Capper Hatch Nye Walsh
Caraway Hayden O'Mahoney Wheeler
Carey Holt Overton White
Chavez Johnson Plttman

Clark Keyes Pope

Connally La Follette Radcliffe

Mr. LEWIS. I announce that the Senator from New
Hampshire [Mr. Brown], the Senator from Missouri [Mr.
Crarx], the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Durry], and the
Senator from Utah [Mr. Emnc] are necessarily detained, and
that the Senator from Alabama [Mr. BanxHEAD] is absent on
account of illness, -

I wish further to announce that my colleague the junior
Senator from Illinois [Mr. DieTeRICH] was absent yesterday
and is absent today because of illness in his family.

Mr. AUSTIN. I announce that the Senator from Iowa
[Mr. Dickinson] is necessarily absent.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Eighty-nine Senators have an-
swered to their names. A quorum is present.

REFUND OF CERTAIN COUNTERVAILING CUSTOMS DUTIES—VETO
MESSAGE (S. DOC. NO. 170)

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a message
from the President of the United States, which was read,
referred, with the accompanying bill, to the Committee on
Finance, and ordered to be printed, as follows:

To the Senate:

I return herewith, without my approval, S. 1626, entitled
“An act for the refunding of certain countervailing customs
duties collected upon logs imported from British Columbia.”

The bill provides for the refund of certain customs duties
assessed or collected on importations of logs of a kind classi-



		Superintendent of Documents
	2017-08-11T15:39:33-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




